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A NOTE TO OUR READERS 


This material is a retrospective study of the relationship between 
the United States of America and Cuba, revealing the destiny which 
the former has sought to impose on the island and that which the 
latter has forged for itself. 

Building on that, it provides the reader with objective and 
irrefutable historical facts, from the eighteenth century to the present 
day, in order to contribute to the clarification of the real causes of the 
conflict and explain why the external manifestations of it varied greatly 
in different eras. 

The cause of the conflict, the alternatives presented to the Cuban 
people and the position of both parties in terms of the search for a 
solution are all topics covered in this text. 

We would like to thank the individuals and institutions of our State 
and Party who read the first draft of this book and offered us their 
opinions, criticism and suggestions, all of which were taken into 
consideration. 


The Ministry of the Revolutionary Armed Forces 


US DESIGNS ON CUBA1787-1993 


|. David and Goliath (1767-1878) 


ll. Inside the Monster (1879-1898) 


Ill. From Colony to Neocolony (1899-1958) 


IV. The Mambis Enter Santiago (1959-1993) 


1. DAVID AND GOLIATH (1767-1878) 


*... the haughty height of Goliath's forehead might well 
be measured by the time it took David's stone to reach 
it..." 
José Marti 
June, 1879, 


In 1769, a decade before the thirteen English colonies declared 
their independence, Benjamin Franklin, one of their founding fathers, 
wrote about the need to colonize the Mississippi Valley that it might 
be used against Cuba or even Mexico. ' 

The United States of America emerged as a consequence of the 
War of Independence of the Thirteen Colonies: a just and 
revolutionary war of national liberation, as summed up in the 
declaration of Independence of July 4, 1776: 

"We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created 
equal, and that they are endowed by their Creator with certain 
inalienable Rights that among these are Life, Liberty and the Pursuit 
of Happiness. That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted 
among Men, deriving their just powers form the consent of the 
governed, That whenever any Form of Government becomes 
destructive of these ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or abolish 
it, and to institute new Government, laying its Foundation on such 
Principles, and organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall 
seem most likely to effect their Safety and Happiness.” 

Referring to the aggressive attitude of Great Britain, the document 
denounced it "For cutting off our Trade with all parts of the world...for 
taking away our Charters, abolishing our most valuable Laws, and 
altering fundamentally the Forms of our Governments."? 
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We might ask: have the actions of the United States Government 
in the international sphere been faithful to the principles proclaimed 
for its people? 

An examination of its history reveals the illegal nature and the lack 
of ethics that have characterized its policies and actions towards other 
countries, in frank contradiction with the letter and spirit of the 
Declaration of Independence, relative not only to relations among 
nations but also to the very essence of democracy within each 
country. 

Even before the Revolutionary War, many tribes of the Atlantic 
coast had been crushed, defeated and practically exterminated due, 
basically, to the lack of unity between them and the superior forces 
of the white men. Various methods were employed for these ends, 
including promoting rivalries in order to weaken them so that they 
might later be annihilated more easily, and tricking them into signing 
treaties giving up their land or selling it for ridiculous amounts which 
would later be paid in trinkets. 

The newly constituted state soon revealed its growing vocation for 
expansion, to the extent that in 1778 John Adams, an important figure 
in the Revolutionary War and the country’s second president, called 
for the conquest of Canada, Nova Scotia and Florida, claiming that 
the position of the United States would not be secure until Great 
Britain ceded -or the U.S. seized- the territories that nature had 
destined it. 

This was expressed in the “natural right" which, as part of the rights 
contained in the Declaration of Independence, served to justify the 
expansionism expressed as Manifest Destiny. “ 

The policy of expansion was initiated in September, 1783 when, in 
peace talks with England, the United States insisted on negotiating 
for Canadian territory and that between the Appalachian Mountains 
and the Mississippi River which were conceded by the peace treaty 
of 1783, with the exception of the peninsula of Florida, which was a 
Spanish possession. 


. Manifest Destiny. According to this doctrine, it was the destiny of the United 
States to control the entire northern part of the American continent, 
including a large part of South America. 


The approval in 1787 of an ordinance legalizing the expropriation 
of lands carried out in previous years, the first Federal Constitution 
the same year, and measures taken by George Washington, the 
country’s first president, all accelerated the growth of the nation at 
the expense of the Native Americans who inhabited the land. 

In the final decades of the 18th century and during practically all of 
the nineteenth, the territories of the continent were the primary 
battlegrounds for the wars of annexation waged by the United States, 
which overcame the resistance of the tribes of aborigines as well as 
their economically weaker neighbors such as Mexico, from which 
they obtained Texas in 1845, and another sizable chunk of land three 
years later. 

In this manner the government of the United States incorporated 
into its territory some 945 thousand square miles of Aztec land -a vast 
region comprising the present states of Texas, Arizona, New Mexico, 
California, Nevada, Utah and part of Wyoming. Once it had 
appropriated these lands, which it had no right whatsoever to do, it 
paid the sum of 28.6 million dollars for them, as if in this way it could 
justify its actions. In 1853, it took over another part of Mexican 
territory, the Mesilla. Territories occupied by other powers were 
annexed by different means. 

The hegemonic ideas were manifested in the ambitions name given 
to the country: the United States of America. No other country in the 
hemisphere has attempted to monopolize the name of the entire 
continent. If we remember the phrase America for the Americans, 
used to express the essence of the Monroe Doctrine, we can better 
understand the imperialist logic. 

When the United States was created, the nation of Cuba did not 
yet exist. In these years the Cuban population was evolving towards 
a criollo identity, based primarily upon the transformation of the 


descendants of Spaniards and Africans born on the island into 
criollos.” The existence of this identity became evident at the 
beginning of the seventeenth century (1603-1608) with the 
consolidation of the evolution which had been developing since the 
middle of the sixteenth century and continued through the end of the 
eighteenth and in some aspects until the nineteenth. 

The Revolutionary War in the United States stimulated the growth 
of the criollo economy, as commerce flourished between the North 
American rebels and Cuba. In 1779, the first official agent of the United 
States in Latin America, Robert Smith, took up residence in Havana 
with the mission of cooperating with U.S. corsairs and interceding in 
their behalf before the Spanish authorities should this become 
necessary. 

In spite of the fact that Spain and France has given significant help 
to the United States in its struggle for independence, by this date the 
first signs of annexationist designs on Cuba were already apparent. 
Shortly after the creation of the nation, Benjamin Franklin spoke of 
the advantages of appropriating the Sugar Islands for the purpose of 
gaining a monopoly of the sugar industry.® 

Another glimpse of the annexationist ambitions regarding Cuba 
can be found ina letter sent by John Adams “to Robert R. 
Livingston *™" dated June 23, 1873 which referred to the islands of the 
Caribbean as natural appendages of the American continent, and 
noted that it was almost impossible to resist the idea that the 


The ethnic composition of the people of Cuba had various components, 
principally European and African. Indigenous peoples played a minor role, 
since the great mass of people living on the island at the time of the arrival 
of the Spaniards -calculated at 100 thousand persons by Juan Pérez de la 
Riva: had been practically exterminated by the middle of the sixteenth 
century due to the slaughter, the physical exploitation and the epidemics 
that accompanied colonization. In 1532 this sector of the population was 
estimated at between 4 and 5 thousand, but by 1570, the mixing of the races 
had reduced it to less than a thousand. 

John Adams (1735-1826). One of the most outstanding patriots of the 
Continental Congress era. He was elected Vice President of the United 
States in 1789 and reelected in 1792. He was then elected president for the 
term lasting from 1796 to 1800. 

Robert R. Livingston. One of the principal collaborators with Thomas 
Jefferson in the writing of the Declaration of Independence, he was among 
the signers of the U.S. Constitution, representing the state of New Jersey. 
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annexation of Cuba was indispensable for the preservation of the 
United States.® 


In 1787, Alexander Hamilton, the first Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, called upon his country to create a great American 
system, greater than all transatlantic forces and influence. To achieve 
this he recommended the creation of a continental empire which 
would incorporate into the Union the remainder of the Americas which 
were still under European colonial domination, or at least bringing 
them under US hegemony.” 

The general opinion of the principal representatives of the 
government and economic interests of the United States was that 
Cuba should form part of its expansionist strategies. In that century 
their political line fluctuated between two solutions: Cuba might 
belong to Spain until it could belong to the United States, but never 
to the Cubans. 

In 1790 the stirrings of a Cuban identify began to be felt on the 
island through the opposition of the economic interests of the large 
criollo landholders to the Spanish ruling classes and their 
representatives in Cuba. It took several decades, however, for the 
strengthening and complete consolidation of this process. 

In 1805, in a note to the representative of Great Britain in 
Washington, President Thomas Jefferson made the first declarations 
of an official nature regarding U.S. interest in appropriating Cuba, 
noting that in case of war between England and Spain, the United 
States would taking possession of Cuba due to the strategic need to 
defend Louisiana and Florida.® 

“National security" and “national interest" are key elements in the 
projection of U.S. foreign policy toward Cuba in particular and the 
world in general. This pronouncement illustrates how the U.S. has 
always placed its security and interest above that of other nations and 
above any precept of international law. 

In 1808, with Spain occupied by France, Cuba was abandoned to 
fend for itself. The following year Thomas Jefferson sent a 
representative to the island to propose to the governor, Don Salvador 
de Salazar, the Marquis of Someruelos, U.S. support in breaking away 


from Spain and the establishment bilateral ties, but he received a 
negative response. 

In 1810, during the administration of President James Madison, a 
special agent arrived in Cuba commissioned to establish contact with 
annexationist elements and carry out activities of a conspiratorial 
nature. That same year, the U.S. President ordered his minister in 
London, William Pinckney to advise the British government that: 

"The position of Cuba gives the United States so deep an interest 
in the destiny even of that Island, that although they might be an 
inactive, they could not be a satisfied spectator at its falling under any 
European Government, which might make a fulcrum of that position 
against the commerce and security of the United States. ° Madison 
was more cautious than Jefferson, but he did not shrink from the 
expansionist enterprise. 

Rivalries between North American and British capital determined 
the acceleration of the Yankee penetration in the southern part of the 
Americas, particularly in Cuba. After 1818, many North Americans 
established themselves there with their investments. 

In the first half of the nineteenth century, the criollo landlords 
hesitated to set out upon the road to independence; the fact that they 
were slaveholders mediatized them. In this period two alternating 
currents prevailed among them: reformism, which sought to achieve 
certain political and economic concessions from the metropolis; and 
annexationism, which favored annexing the island to the United 
States. Nevertheless, from 1820 to 1830 there was a surge of 
independentista sentiments, with the Catholic priest Félix Varela and 
the revolutionary poet José Maria Heredia as the most representative 
figures. 

In the first years of the decade of the 20's, those who favored 
annexation sought US backing for their slave interests. In February, 
1822, Washington's commercial agent in Havana promoted the idea 
of annexing Cuba in a letter to Senator C.A. Rodney. 

in addition, the captain of the U.S. frigate Macedonia, stationed off 
the coast of Cuba, was given the mission of contacting the 
annexationist criollos. In August of that year, he reported to President 
Monroe that several of these men had been sent to Washington to 
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"know the views of our Government," asserting that "it is 
unquestionable that a connection with our government would be 
greatly preferred by both parties." 

John C. Calhoun, a member of the Cabinet, defended the 
annexationist position with the support of former President Thomas 
Jefferson, who stated in 1823: 

"| candidly confess that | have ever looked on Cuba as the most 
interesting addition which could ever be made to our system of 
states. ""! 

Jefferson further noted that the dominion that Cuba, in combination 
with Florida, would give the United States over the Gulf of Mexico, the 
isthmus and the states which surround it and the rivers which empty 
into it, would complete the measure of the country’s political welfare. 

Years later, Puerto Rican patriot Ramén Emeterio Betances 
evaluated this pronouncement and suggested: 

"Let me once more affirm the respect inspired in me by the great 
American statesman; but to be completely frank, after a plentiful and 
succulent meal one doesn't savor in advance with even greater delight 
the aromatic cup of Guantanamo mocha. Their arguments are none 
other than those of the wolf of the fables; and the animal doesn’t even 
have hunger as an excuse.... From a military and political point of view 
many reasons have been invoked for the purpose of demonstrating 
the need for the United States -never for Cuba- to annex the Antillean 
island: or to better express it and understand it once and for all, the 
Antilles: Cuba, Santo Domingo and Puerto Rico."!2 

Fearing an action that could lead to war with England, Secretary 
of State John Quincy Adams opposed any action actions that could 
lead to it. Disagreements over which course to take persisted until 
April, 1823, when a special envoy arrived in Cuba with the mission of 
appraising the political situation and, without identifying himself with 
any current, informing Adams of any proposal that might arise. 

In those circumstances came the well-known "fruta madura" (ripe 
fruit) policy. In instructions sent to Hugh Nelson, the U.S. minister to 
Spain and dated April 28, 1823, John Quincy Adams noted: 

‘The transfer of Cuba to Great Britain would be would be an event 
unpropitious to the interests of this Union..... The question both of our 
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right and our power to prevent it, if necessary, by force, already 
obtrudes itself upon our councils, and the Administration is called 
upon, in the performance of its duties to the Nation, at least to use all 
the means within its competency to guard against it and forfend it." 

In the note he also explained the reasons for the U.S. interest in 
Cuba, and the need to pave the way for annexation. 

Because the hegemonic essence of the document is still so 
relevant, it is important to cite other fragments: 

"These islands [Cuba and Puerto Rico] are natural appendages of 
the North American continent, and one of them [Cuba] almost within 
sight of our shores, from a multitude of considerations has become 
an object of transcendent importance to the commercial political and 
interests of our Union. ‘4 

He considered, furthermore, that the geographic, economic and 
political links which bound the island to the United States were so 
strong and important that it was imperative to appropriate it. 

",.. looking forward to the probable course of events for the short 
period of half a century, it is scarcely possible to resist the conviction 
that the annexation of Cuba to our Federal Republic will be 
indispensable to the continuance and integrity of the Union itself..." 

The author of the "ripe fruit" theory continued: 

"There are laws of political as well as physical gravitation. And if an 
apple, severed by the tempest from its native tree, cannot but to fall 
to the ground, Cuba, forcibly disjoined from its own unnatural 
connection with Spain, and incapable of self support, can gravitate 
only toward the North American Union, which by the same law of 
nature, cannot cast her off from her bosom...." '® 

The strategy formulated by Adams gave rise to the theory of 
"geographic fatalism" and represented the essence of the ideas which, 
eight months later, on December 2, 1823, President James Monroe 
would express in his seventh annual message to Congress and which 
would go down in history as the Monroe Doctrine. The future of Cuba 
was the direct cause of the rise of this geopolitical instrument which 
warned the European powers to keep their "hands off" the Americas. 


Really, the message dealt for the most part with internal problems 
of the United States, and the term Monroe Doctrine was used only in 
connection with two fragments dealing with international problems. 

"__.the American continents, by the free and independent condition 
which they have assumed and maintain, are henceforth not to be 
considered as subjects for future colonization by any European 
power. 

"We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations 
existing between the United States and those powers to declare that 
we should consider any attempt on their part to extend their system 
to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and 
safety. With the existing colonies or dependencies of any European 
power we have not interfered and shall not interfere. But with the 
governments who have declared their independence and maintain it, 
and whose independence we have, on great consideration and on 
just principles, acknowledged, we could not view any interposition for 
the purpose of oppressing them or controlling in any other manner 
their destiny by any European power in any other light than as the 
manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the United States."'” 

In order to fully comprehend the essence of this doctrine it must 
be understood that the United States made this announcement 
evading the proposal by the British Prime Minister George Canning 
to make a joint declaration to this effect. The U.S. Government acted 
swiftly and decisively to leave Britain on the sidelines, taking into 
account the perspectives for expanding commercial links with Latin 
America and eliminating the English commercial advantage on the 
continent. 

Once they had achieved independence from the Spanish 
metropolis, the new Latin American states would not be disposed to 
become a passive objects in the diplomatic struggle between the 
North Americans and the English, since from the very beginning of 
their struggle Simon Bolivar’s idea of unification and the formation of 
a confederation had prevailed. 

From 1820 to 1830 the idea of independence caught on in Cuba. 
The Soles y Rayos de Bolivar Conspiracy (1821-1823), in which the 
young lawyer and poet José Marla Heredia played a significant role, 


10 


was the most important intent. The effort was frustrated that same 
year when the United States issued its foreign policy declaration, the 
Monroe Doctrine. 

The battle of Ayacucho (1824) where the last Spanish troops in 
South America were defeated, encouraged the Cuban 
independentistas, who knew of Bolivar’s efforts to exclude the United 
States and consolidate a strong federation which included the desire 
to liberate Cuba and Puerto Rico. 

The United States strongly opposed the aims of Bolivar and other 
Latin American patriots. In 1825, forces from Mexico and Colombia 
worked to liberate Cuba from Spanish domination. 

Henry Clay, then Secretary of State in John Quincy Adams’ cabinet, 
pointed out on April 27 of that year: 

‘This country prefers that Cuba and Porto Rico [sic] should remain 
dependent on Spain. This government desires no political change of 
that condition.""® 

In January, 1826, the U.S. Minister to Mexico, Joel Poinsett 


informed Clay that the question of an invasion of Cuba had once again 
been brought up‘in the Mexican Congress, but that it had been 
unanimously rejected. He said that another proposal had been 
debated that very day in a secret Senate session and approved, which 
in substance authorized the executive to cooperate in sending a joint 
Mexican-Colombian force to Cuba. '9 


The efforts of Bolivar and the governments of other new Latin 
American republics to help the cause of Cuban independence 
provoked great concern in the U.S. administration, which did 
everything in its power to keep this from happening, since it preferred 
that Cuba remain in Spanish hands until the United States itself was 
able to take control of it. 


Looking ahead to the Congress of Panama , Bolivar sent 
instructions to the participants for the purpose of reaching a 
consensus and approving the creation of a military force to liberate 
Cuba and Puerto Rico; an attempt which encountered rapid 
opposition from the U.S. Government. In reference to this, General 
José Antonio Paez, who was to have been the chief of the projected 
force, wrote in his memoirs: 

“The government in Washington, | say with regret, truly opposed 
Cuban independence...no power, not even Spain itself, has in every 
sense as great an interest in the future fate of Cuba as the United 
States..."2° 

In 1826 Senator John Holmes voiced in the Senate the opposition 
of Congress and the President to Bolivar’s plans, asking if they could 
stand by and permit the islands of Cuba and Puerto Rico to fall into 
the hands of men drunk from the liberty they had recently acquired. 
What should U.S. policy be, he asked. That Cuba and Puerto Rico 
must remain as they are. = 

As for Bolivar, his political vision was clearly expressed in his 
statement: "The United States seems destined by Providence to 
plague America with misery in the name of liberty."22 

In 1831, more than a third of Cuban trade was carried out with the 
United States, whose ships controlled maritime transportation to the 
island; and therefore its government shared with the criollo reformists 
the desire to do away with the discriminatory duties on trade between 
the two parties. With respect to this, Secretary of State Edward 
Livingston wrote: "The great object of our government in relation to 
Cuba is a free and untrammeled trade, on its present footing, eased 
of discriminatory duties..."'9 

Pressure exerted by the United States on Spain produced a 
momentary success when customs duties on U.S. products were 


. The Congress of Panama was held from June 22 to July 15, 1826. In 


attendance were representatives of Greater Colombia (Venezuela, 
Colombia and Ecuador), Peru, Guatemala (which was made up of the 
present Central American countries) and Mexico. England and Holland were 
present as observers. The Congress failed due to intrigues and opposition 
by the United States, disunity provoked by English capital, and the attitude 
of Argentina, all opposed to the creation of a federation headed by Bolivar. 
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was the role played by the annexationist Narciso L6pez * of whom 
José Marti said: “Walker went to Nicaragua for the United States; and 
for the United States Lopez went to Cuba."”> 

In 1857 the presidency of the United States was assumed by James 
Buchanan, who had waged an electoral campaign since 1854 with 
the annexation of Cuba as a major plank in his platform. To this end 
he signed and published the Ostend Manifesto, which can be 
summed up in the following paragraph: 

The United States should purchase Cuba due to the island's 
proximity to its coasts; because it pertains naturally to that group of 
states which the Union was fated to bear; because it dominates the 
mouth of the Mississippi whose immense and growing commerce 
needs that route to the ocean; and because the Union could never 
rest nor consider itself secure until Cuba was within its frontiers.7° 

Although this manifesto was not taken into account by the State 
Department, it did serve Buchanan in helping achieve his electoral 
objective, and it confirmed for history the existence of imperialist 
sentiments in important sectors of the country. 

Karl Marx analyzed with great precision the politics of southern 
interests and expansionist aspirations when he suggested: 

"The slave interests serve as a pole star for U.S. policy, both 
external and internal. Buchanan, in truth, had purchased the post of 
President with the publication of the Ostend Manifesto, which claimed 
that the acquisition of Cuba, be it through larceny or by force of arms, 
was the great task of national policy. Under his government, the north 
of Mexico was already divided up among U.S. land speculators who 
waited impatiently for the signal to fall upon Chihuahua, Coahuila and 
Sonora. The rebellious and piratical expeditions of the filibusterers 
against the Central American states were directed by none other than 
the White House in Washington."2” 


Narciso L6pez (1797-1851). In 1825 he arrived in Cuba as a Spanish general. 
He held the post of Lieutenant Governor of Trinidad and later president of 
the Central Military Commission. From 1846 on, he worked for the 
annexation of Cuba to the United States. On his final expeditionary 
endeavor, in August, 1851, he was imprisoned and executed by the Spanish 
authorities. 
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The War of Secession (1861-1865); the signing of the Lyon Seward 
Treaty between the governments of Great Britain and the United 
States, prohibiting the slave trade; Abraham Lincoln's Emancipation 
Proclamation abolishing slavery; the failures of the reformists in 1867 
and the inability of Spain to restore its dominion in America constituted 
the environment out of which arose the patriotic revolutionary thinking 
in the most radical group of the criollo bourgeoisie and landholders, 
which led the popular masses in the Ten Years’ War. 

Although this war terminated without achieving national 
independence or the abolition of slavery, the groundwork for the 
nation was forged within it and the concept of nationality was 
consolidated, making it profoundly significant for future struggles. 

Shortly after the beginning of this war, Spain asked the United 
States to curb the activities of Cuban emigrants in support of the 
struggle. While these emigrants were only able with great difficulty to 
rent a few old ships and send modest resources to the Liberating 
Army, the United States began to build 30 powerful cannons for the 
Spanish colonialists. 

The U.S. citizen Thomas Jordan, a major general in the Liberating 
Army who later rose to the post of chief of staff of those forces, 
denounced the hypocrisy of the United States Government. 

He noted that the Spaniards were fighting with weapons purchased 
on Maiden Lane in the firm of Shurley, Harley and Graham, while his 
army was permitted to purchase nothing. He spoke against the 
infamous Neutrality Act of the United States, noting that it was used 
to help the Spaniards remain in Cuba and to prevent the Cubans from 
defending themselves.7° 

At the end of 1869, U.S. President Ulysses S. Grant announced that 
the Cuban belligerency would not be recognized and authorized the 
sale of gunboats to Spain, which made the arrival of expeditions to 
the island even more difficult. Yankee neutrality was but a charade. 

From the first moments of the struggle, Carios Manuel de Céspedes 
sought recognition of the war of the Cuban people from the other 
nations of the American continent, and Chile has expressed its 
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support even earlier. In 1869, Benito Juarez, who along with his 
people was confronting their own foreign intervention, lent his 
support, and so did Guatemala, Brazil, Bolivia and El Salvador; while 
Colombia, Peru and Venezuela sent expeditionary forces at the 
beginning of the conflict. 

The U.S. position was criticized by Carlos Manuel de Céspedes in 
a letter to President Grant: 

‘The ideas which the Cubans defend and the form of government 
they have established, written in the Constitution promulgated by 
them, at least make it obligatory for the United States, more than 
others, to be inclined in its favor. If for exigencies, requirements of 
humanity and civilization, all the nations are obliged to be interested 
in Cuba, asking for recognition of the war it is carrying on against 
Spain, the United States has the duty imposed upon it by the political 
principles it proclaims and diffuses to take the leadership in this 
direction...."9 

He received no official response to the letter. Nevertheless, 
Secretary of State Hamilton Fish made the position of his government 
quite clear when he refused to receive José Morales Lemus, the 
official representative of the Republic of Cuba in Arms on March 24, 
1869, explaining: 

"...we intend to observe perfect good faith to Spain, and whatever 
might be our sympathies with a people, wherever, in any part of the 
wond, struggling for more liberal government, we should not depart 
from our duty to other friendly governments, nor be in haste to 
prematurely recognize a revolutionary movement until it had 
manifested capacity of self-sustenance and of some degree of 
stability."°° 

Céspedes did not need much time to come to the conclusion that 
the Cuban revolutionaries.could hope for nothing from the United 
States Government and soon gave up on the initial ideal of a "Great 
American Republic" springing from the great nation of the North. 

Once aware of the hegemonic essence of the powerful neighbor, 
he observed: 

“With respect to the United States, | may be mistaken, but it is my 
opinion that its government aspires to take possession of Cuba 
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without dangerous complications for its own nation. . . . this is the 
secret of its policies and | greatly fear that whatever it does or 
proposes is but to entertain us and keep us from finding other friends 
who are more efficient and disinterested."*! 

Later, after corroborating his fears, Céspedes ordered the closing 
of the diplomatic representation in the United States of the Republic 
of Cuba in Arms, explaining: 

"Itwas no longer possible to tolerate the disdain with which we were 
treated by the United States, a disdain which grew the more we 
seemed to be suffering. We have played long enough the role of the 
beggar who has repeatedly been denied alms and who has finally 
had the door insolently slammed in his face....however weak and 
unfortunate we may be, we must not lose our dignity."°2 

From 1868 to 1878 the policy of the successive governments of 
Andrew Johnson, Ulysses S. Grant, and Rutherford B. Hayes opposed 
recognition of Cuban independence and the right to belligerence of 
the insurrectionist camp. This was very enlightening for the Cuban 
revolutionaries, since it proved that the struggle for independence had 
two clearly defined enemies: Spain, which it was combating with arms 
in hand, and the United States, which was fighting it through 
diplomacy and open support of the Spanish metropolis. 

Reality demonstrated to the Cuban patriots that nothing good 
could be expected from the U.S. Government, as expressed in the 
words of Céspedes: 

"{mpartial history shall be the judge of whether the government of 

that republic has lived up to its people and its mission in America; no 
longer remaining a simple spectator indifferent to the cruelties and 
barbarities carried out before its eyes by a European monarchy 
against its colony...but fending indirect moral and material support to 
the oppressor against the oppressed, to the strong against the weak, 
to monarchy against republic...to the recalcitrant slaveholder against 
the liberator of hundreds of thousands of slaves."* 

In reality, under those conditions, the patriots who initiated the 
struggle for independence could not count on the backing of the 
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entire Cuban population because the nationalist sentiment was not 
homogenous throughout the island, as demonstrated by the fact that 
the western part did not join in the war. It is well known how the 
struggle developed; few peoples of the world have made such great 
sacrifices under such adverse conditions. 

The lack of unity; discouragement; differences between civilians 
and military; the regionalism of some military and political leaders; 
and the development on the part of Spain of an efficient political and 
military plan, as well as the lack of a single command, were 
circumstances which encouraged the bourgeoisie to abandon their 
revolutionary positions and sign the Pact of Zanjén. 

To the pride and honor of our people, out of the signing of this 
shameful pact arose the figure of Major General Antonio Maceo. 
Together with other patriots he staged the Baragua Protest which 
become the symbol of revolutionary intransigence, keeping alive the 
yearning for independence. 
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Il. INSIDE THE MONSTER (1879-1898) 


",.. Every day | risk my life for my country and my duty 
-for | understand it and am determined to fulfill it- to win 
Cuba's independence in time to keep the United States 
from expanding through the Antilles and falling with that 
greater force on our American lands..." 
"| have lived in the monster, and | know its entrails; my 
sling is that of David..." 
José Marti 
May 18, 1895 


The end of the Ten Years’ War significantly worsened the colonial 
situation in Cuba. The substantial change in the balance of 
international forces in favor of England and France secured their 
positions as great powers and worsened the waning position of Spain. 
The United States, lying in wait for the slightest chance that it might 
take over Cuba, did not pass up the opportunity. 

The island depended on the U.S. market for the commerce of 94 
percent of its products, a situation which was promoting Its 
conversion into an economic colony of its neighbor to the north, and 
which permitted the latter, free from the threat of English competition, 
to increase its activities aimed at obtaining political control of Cuba 
through dominating its economy. 

During those years the conditions were favorable for the flourishing 
of an opportunistic annexationism -basically on the part of the western 
Cuban bourgeoisie- which was fed by Yankee politics and Spanish 
exhaustion by the war. But this movement was not welcomed by the 
United States Government, which did not consider it necessary for 
achieving its goals with respect to Cuba. 

The preparations and the development of the Little War constituted 
an important experience for fostering and organizing the struggle of 
1895, under the guidance of the Cuban Revolutionary Party and José 
Marti, who dedicated part of his efforts to warnings about the real 
objectives of the United States. In this respect he proclaimed the 


18 


necessity to "prevent annexationist propaganda from weakening the 
revolutionary solution." 

The end of the 1880’s brought with it the definition of the hegemonic 
aspirations of the leaders of the United States Government, exposed 
by Marti in various newspaper articles. One example is Vindication of 
Cuba, which he offered a worthy response to a piece entitled Do We 
Want Cuba?, published in The Manufacturer in Philadelphia on March 
16, 1889. The editorial had characterized Cubans as undesirable, 
effeminate, lazy, incompetent and immoral, and attributed the fact that 
the island had remained under Spanish dominion so long to indolence 
and lack of virility. It claimed that the only possible hope of preparing 
the island for the dignity of statehood would be to "Americanize" it 
completely, and fill it with people of “our own race.""> 

Marts proud and forceful response retorted that the Cuban people 
were not the miserable vagabonds or immoral pygmies described in 
The Manufacturer, and neither was the island the country of useless 
verbose men incapable of action, enemies of hard work, as arrogant 
travelers and writers tend to paint it and the rest of Spanish America. 
Rather, the Cubans had suffered impatiently under tyranny and fought 
like men, sometimes even like giants, to be free. He reasoned that 
they were now going through a time of turbulent calm, full of the germs 
of revolt, which naturally follows a period of excessive and 
unsuccessful action. Cubans, he argued, deserve in that unfortunate 
hour the respect of those who did not come to their assistance. 

The Yankee plans sought to destroy the independentista ideals of 
the Latin American founding fathers. One of the measures they 
structured for that end was "'Pan-Americanism," a policy directed not 
only against Bolivarism, but also at distorting it. 

To implement this policy, the United States Government convoked 
the first Pan American Conference in Washington from October, 1889 
to April, 1890. Its objectives were confirmed in an article published in 
the New York Tribune, which affirmed that "Americans are obliged to 
reconquer their commercial supremacy ... and to exercise a direct 
and general influence in the affairs of the American continent."” 

This conference was accurately criticized by Marti, as Uruguayan 
consul, speaking in the name of that country, Cuba and all of America. 
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With the clarity of the midday sun he stated: ‘There has never been 
in America, since the time of independence, an issue which required 
more good sense, nor demanded more vigilance nor called for more 
clarity and meticulousness than the invitation which the powerful 
United States, full of unsaleable products, and determined to extend 
its dominions in America, makes to less powerful nations .... America 
knew how to free itself from the tyranny of Spain; and now, after 
looking with judicious eyes upon the antecedents, causes and 
reasons for the invitation, we are urged to say, because it Is the truth, 
that the hour has come for Spanish America to declare its second 
independence...."°° w 

In another of his works, he warned of the risks that U.S. activity 
entailed for Latin America: 

‘The dangers must not be seen when they are on top of you, but 
rather when they can be avoided. The first thing in politics is clarify 
and anticipate. 

“Only a unanimous and virile response, for which there is still time 
without risk, can liberate once and for all the Spanish peoples of 
America from the uneasiness and perturbation, fatal in their hour of 
development, in which they have ceaselessly been held, with the 
possible complicity of the weak venal republics, by the secular and 
admittedly predominant policy of a forceful and ambitious neighbor, 
who never wished to foster them, and who has never turned to them 
except to prevent their expansion, as in Panama, or to appropriate 
their territory, as in Mexico, Nicaragua, Santo Domingo, Haiti and 
Cuba, or to sever by intimidation their treaties with the rest of the 
universe, as in Colombia, or to oblige them, as now, to buy what it 
cannot sell and to unite in confederation for its dominion...""" 

From January to April of 1891, the International American Monetary 
Commission met in Washington. Marti was present. The government 
in Washington was aware of the sympathy and the shows of support 
that the Cuban struggle had awakened in America, and tried to turn 
the conference into an instrument of suppression and division of the 
political will of some of the Latin American representatives. In this 
respect, Mart/ said: 


20 


"When a strong people feeds another, it makes the other serve it. 
When a strong people wishes to do battle with another, It compels an 
alliance with and forces into Its service those who need it. The first 
thing that a people does in order to dominate another is to separate 
it from all other peoples."*? 

He made an extensive denouncement of the reciprocal trade 
agreement recently signed between the United States, Cuba and 
Spain, which strengthened the position of Washington as the 
economic metropolis of the island. The document, signed in June of 
1891, included the name of Cuba, but did not recognize it as a juridical 
person. And so Marti’s premonition of the island becoming the 
economic colony of Washington became a reality. It was in these 
conditions that the War of 1895 broke out. 

During preparations for the new conflict, Martf was preoccupied 
with a worry which had already become a real danger when he 
addressed it with concern in a letter to his collaborator Gonzalo de 
Quezada dated December 14, 1889: 

"Our land ... is threatened by another, more evil plan than the ones 
we have known thus far; it is the iniquitous one of forcing the Island 
-precipitating it- into war, so as to create a pretext for intervening and, 
as mediator and guarantor of peace, staying in it. There is nothing 
more cowardly in the annals of free peoples, nor any colder evil. Why 
should we die to benefit those who push us to our deaths? *' 

The principal political leaders of the War of 95 were aware that the 
strategic objective "meant the liberation of the country not only from 
Spanish colonialism, but also from the threat of upsurging U.S. 
imperialism."42 

The military plan conceived by Mart/ included the organization and 
preparation of expeditions from the United States which would bring 
aid to the revolutionaries in Cuba. Three ships were prepared to 
assure the beginning of the conflict. In January of 1895 they were to 
have left the port of Fernandina, Florida, but the plan was aborted by 
the interference of Washington when on the 10th of that month the 
U.S. authorities proceeded to configcate the weapons aboard the 
Lagonda, and a few days later, those which were to have been carried 
on the Amadis and the Baracoa as well. 
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The impetuous beginning of this campaign and the differences 
between it and that of 1868-1878 provoked concern in Washington 
about the possibility of a Spanish defeat, and consequently the 
decision to offer Spain greater support. 

The United States followed closely the development of the war, 
waiting for the moment in which Spain was no longer able to control 
the situation. In the meantime, it continued to refuse to recognize the 
Republic of Cuba in Arms and the right of belligerency of the Liberating 
Army, in order to avoid commitments that might hamper its taking 
advantage of any pretext to intervene in the island. 

Around the middle of 1897, it began to appraise the first steps aimed 
at paving the way for intervention, as evidenced by a note from the 
U.S. Government to the Spanish in June of that year. 

The note advised that President McKinley considered himself 
obliged, by virtue of the duties of his office, to protest the uncivilized 
and inhumane direction of the Cuban campaign. It further stated that 
he had the right, in his judgment, to demand that a war practically 
within sight of the U.S. coastline and which grievously affected U.S. 
citizens and their interests throughout the island be conducted 
according to civilized military codes.*? 

It put forward as a justification the security of U.S. citizens residing 
in Cuba, without conceding any importance whatsoever to the 
calamities of war itself. Similar pretexts have been used to justify many 
Yankee actions in the course of the present century. 

Feeding on the nationalistic idea of the racial, cultural and moral 
superiority of the United States, Admiral Alfred T. Mahan established 
the need for the rapid development of U.S. naval power, justifying it 
by the idea of the dangers of the militarism of the Old World and the 
threat that this might represent to the national security of his country. 

This ideologue of naval power argued that his country needed time 
to prepare for a final struggle and firm power in order to win. Both 
these things, he said, could only be insured by the coarse and 
imperfect and ignoble expedient of force -potential force and 
organizing force- that which has always conquered and which still 
guarantees the greatest triumphs of good, as the history of mankind 
has demonstrated.“ 
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The weakened political and military might of Madrid could not resist 
the U.S. participation in the struggle. This intervention was already 
decided upon; therefore attention was focused on fabricating a 
pretext which would neither arouse hostility in the Cubans nor 
damage the United States’ image in the eyes of the people of Latin 
America. 

On January 15, 1898, with the old pretext of protecting U.S. lives 
and property against the disturbances that were developing in the 
island’s capital, General Fitzhugh Lee, the U.S. Consul, requested that 
in case warships were to be sent to Havana, they should be first class 
vessels ready for action and with considerable reinforcements on the 
high seas, but near Cuba, since the fortifications in Havana were well 
armed and to be dreaded. *5 

The battleship Maine was sent in compliance with this request. Its 
entry and presence in the Havana Bay caused no concern among the 
population; and particularly since a German warship was already 
there, its appearance was seen as a normal occurrence. 

It is important to look at two events which influenced the increased 
tensions between the United States and Spain. The first was the 
interception and publication of a letter from the Spanish ambassador 
in Washington, Enrique Dupuy de Lome, to José Callejas, editor of 
the daily newspaper E/ Heraido de Madrid, in which he made 
statements offensive to the President of the United States. The other 
was the blowing up of the Maine on the night of February 15, 1898, 
which left 264 dead, all crew members. The U.S. press blew out of 
proportion and manipulated both events. 

At this stage, Spain was disposed to avoid a war and gave several 
indications of it, as was confirmed by the U.S. ambassador to that 
country, General L. Woodford, in a telegram sent to the President of 
the United States on April 3, 1898. 

Woodford said that the Spanish Government had requested that 
the United States demonstrate its friendship with Spain by 
withdrawing its warships from the vicinity of Cuba and Key West as 
soon as an armistice was proclaimed. The Spanish Government 
would continue said armistice as long as there was reasonable hope 
for securing peace in Cuba. The ambassador also expressed his 
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conviction that the queen and her government desired peace as much 
as the Spanish people. *® 

But the alternative chosen by Washington since the beginning of 
1897 was war with Spain. Therefore, turning a deaf ear to the Spanish 
petitions, it declared war on April 21, 1896, one day after the 
approval of a Joint Resolution by the United States Senate and House 
of Representatives,” the wording of which tried to cover up the fact 
that the decision had already been made beforehand. 

The objectives pursued by the United States in this conflict were 
disclosed in the instructions given to the interventionist troops by the 
U.S. Secretary of War, J.C. Breckenridge: 

"We must destroy everything in range of our guns, we must 
concentrate blockade so that hunger, and disease its constant 
companion, may sap the civilians and cut down their army. The allied 
army should be employed constantly in reconnaissance and 
rear-guard actions, so that they may suffer rigorously between two 
fires, and to them shall fall all dangerous and desperate enterprises . 
... Summing up, our policy should always be to support the weaker 
against the stronger, until we have obtained the extermination of them 
both, in order to annex the Pearl of the Antilles. 4” 

In the midst of these convulsive events, the prophetic werds with 
which Antonio Maceo revealed his concern about the deceptive 
manner in which Washington was handling the situation, and the 
influence that this might have on the people, became even more 
relevant: 

"It does not seem to me that the official recognition of our 
belligerency is such an important thing, that to achieve it we much 
direct our efforts abroad; nor that American intervention would be as 
beneficial to the future of Cuba as the bulk of our compatriots 
suppose.'“® 


A document passed by the United States Congress on April 18, 1898, 
and signed by the President two days later. It was the letter of marque 
for U.S. intervention in the war between Cuba and Spain. 
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By the beginning of 1898, the defeat of Spain was only a matter of 
time. Determining factors in this were the Liberation’s Army’s 
dominion over the theater ef military operations and the notable 
exhaustion of the metropolis. The opportunistic U.S. participation only 
accelerated the imminent collapse. 

The military command of the interventionist troops directly solicited 
the help of the Cubans through Major General Calixto Garcia, ignoring 
both the Council of Government of the Republic of Cuba in Arms and 
Major General Maximo Gémez, General in Chief of the Liberating 
Army. This conduct was deliberately intended to increase the friction 
between the military command of the Liberating Army and the 
government of the Republic of Cuba in Arms, in order to deepen the 
divisions between the leaders and officials. 

This was recognized by high naval officers in Spain who took part 
in the conflict. Admiral Pascual Cervera, chief of the Spanish squadron 
in Santiago de Cuba, said in a letter to Captain Victor M. Concas: 

"| ask myself if it is correct to remain silent and thus support 
adventures which, should they occur, would cause the total ruin of 


Spain; and all to defénd an island which was ours; because even 
though we may not lose it by right in the war, we have lost it in fact ... 


defending an ideal that has already become romantic."*9 


Concas' opinion on the subject was unequivocal: 

"Although American writers try to deny it, the insurrection in Cuba 
had ended the war and the island was no longer ours, as Admiral 
Cervera stated in his letter of February 26, 1898..." 

The U.S. military command overestimated its role in the defeat of 
the Spanish army and practically ignored the role of the liberators, as 
shown by the fact that Major General Calixto Garcia himself, one of 
the authors of the victory in Santiago de Cuba, learned unofficially of 
the surrender of that city on June 16, 1898 . Yankee arrogance 
reached the point of blocking the entry of the major general’s troops 
into Santiago, and ignoring the Cubans in the signing of the 
capitulation. : 

In response to this affront, the Cuban military leader sent a letter of 
protest to Major General William Shafter, commander of the U.S. 
troops. 
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‘The rumor is circulating, so absurd that it is not worthy of common 
belief, that the order to block my army's entry into Santiago de Cuba 
was due to fear of vengeance and reprisals against the Spanish. 
Permit me to protest against even the slightest shadow of that 
thought, for we are not a savage people ignorant of the principles of 
civilized war: we make a poor and ragged army, as poor and ragged 
as the army of your ancestors in their noble war for the independence 
of the United States of America; but, like the heroes of Saratoga and 
Yorktown, we respect our cause too much to besmirch it with 
savagery and cowardice."*' 

Due to this incident, Major General Garcia resigned as commander 
of the eastern region, and His resignation was accepted by the 
commander in chief, in the face of the delicate situation in which the 
U.S. command had placed it. Days later, on August 13, 1898, the 
Council of Government removed him from his position as lieutenant 
general. 

Spain capitulated on August 12. The peculiar way in which the 
struggle ended did not make possible the creation of a new state, as 
in the rest of Latin America, and the colonial power structures, 
necessary to the U.S. for carrying out its plans, were preserved. 

In this context came the international recognition of the surrender. 
Paris was chosen as the site for the signing on December 10, 1898 of 
the treaty which carries the name of that city and which put an end to 
Spanish colonial domination of Cuba, Puerto Rico, Guam and the 
Philippine Islands. No Cuban representative whatsoever participated 
in this act, with the United States taking upon itself the right to decide 
the future of the largest of the Antilles. 

Article One of the Treaty of Paris established that Spain would 
relinquish all property and sovereignty rights to Cuba. 

It also specified that once the island was evacuated. by Spain it 
would be occupied by the United States, and that for the duration of 
this occupation the latter would in turn take upon itself the obligations 
that the act of occupying it imposed by international law for the 
protection of lives and property.°” 

Article 16 specified that it was understood that any obligation 
accepted in the treaty by the United States with respect to Cuba was 
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limited to the time of its occupation of the island, but that at the end 
of said occupation it would recommend to the new government 
established on the island that it accept the same obligations. 

If the Joint Resolution Implied a commitment to respect the 
independence of Cuba, the Treaty of Paris ignored it, making it a 
"special territory." The existence of the Liberating Army and 30 years 
of heroic struggle of the Cuban people for their freedom prevented 
the United States Government from completely taking over the Island. 

To add insult to injury, on January 1, 1899, the Spanish flag was 
lowered and the U.S. flag raised, officially initiating the military 
occupation of the island. With profound sadness and prophetic 
words, Major General Maximo Gémez reflected at the end of his 
Campaign Diary: 

"Sadly they left and sadly we have remained because another 
foreign power has taken their place. | dreamed of peace with Spain, 
| expected to bid a respectful farewell to the valiant Spanish soldiers 
who always met us face to face on the field of battle....but the 


Americans have soured, with their guardianship imposed by force, 
the happiness of the Cuban victors; and they did not know how to 
sweeten the sorrow of the defeated. 

‘The situation, then, which they have created for this people, of 
material misery and sorrow at having all its acts of sovereignty 
restricted, is increasingly more distressing, and it is possible that the 
day that this strange situation ends the Americans will be left without 


a drop of sympathy." 


In the period between 1878 and 1898 there was no anti-American 
sentiment to speak of in the popular masses of Cubans. Part of the 
reason for this was the way in which the United States was able to 
mask its true intentions. 

Detecting that historical phenomenon, studying it and denouncing 
it was confined to a few of the most prominent figures of the era, 
foremost among them, José Martf: 

“From the cradle the people of the North have dreamed of this 
dominion, of Jefferson's ‘nothing would be more convenient’, of 
Adams’ thirteen destined governments’, of Clay’s ‘prophetic vision’ 
... when a people predatory to the roots, raised with the hope and the 


27 


certainty of possession of the continent, come to possess it, spurred 
on by end of Europe and their ambition to be a universal people, this 
being indispensable to assure their future power and the obligatory 
and exclusive market for the false production which they believe 
necessary to maintain and Increase in order that their influence and 
splendor not decline, it is imperative to apply as many brakes as can 
be forged with the modesty of ideas, the rapid and skillful increase of 
opposing interests, the frank and rapid adjustment of whatever they 
have reason to fear, and the declaration of the truth.">> 
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Ill. FROM COLONY TO NEOCOLONY 
(1899-1958) 


"It is not necessary to demonstrate Cuba's dependence 

on Gringo Sam's state with erudite examples based on 

political science and economy. Anyone with common 

sense can see and feel this dependence, this economic 
and therefore political colonialism." 

Julio A. Mella 

1925 


With the hostilities ended and the Treaty of Paris signed, the United 
States faced the task of consolidating Its interference and satisfying 
its craving for what it initially conceived of as dividing the Cubans, 
neutralizing any action contrary to its interest which might be taken 
by the patriots who shared Marti’s vision of Yankee aspirations, and 
paving the so that it could take possession of Cuba under the guise 
of legality and goodwill. On January 1, 1899, the U.S. interventionist 
military government, headed by John P. Brooke, was installed. 

Since the U.S. Congress was not empowered to pass laws with 
respect to Cuba because it had not legally assumed sovereignty over 
it, it governed during the period of occupation through military orders, 
some of them very necessary for its own interests. On January 6, the 
interventionist government decreed a military edict regarding the 
disarming of the population, for the purpose of eliminating the 
possibility of armed resistance and establishing the basis for 
disbanding the Liberating Army, the disarming of which was being 
discussed in Washington with a commission of the Assembly of 
Representatives of the Cuban Revolution. 

The sudden death of Major General Calixto Garcia represented the 
disappearance of an obstacle for the United States. A further step was 
the sending to Cuba of Robert P. Forter, the advisor and personal 


29 


the sending to Cuba of Robert P. Forter, the advisor and personal 
representative of President McKinley, to persuade Major General 
Maximo Gémez to abandon his military campaign in the area around 
the town of Remedios, and come to the capital and accept 
disarmament and the disbanding of the Liberating Army in exchange 
for a gift of three million pesos. 

The divergent points of view between Gdmez and the Assembly 
regarding the disbanding of the Liberating Army in exchange for a 
loan or gift reached the point where, on March 12, 1899, the latter 
approved a motion removing him from his post. Broad popular 
support for restitution of the General placed the Assembly in a difficult 
situation, and it had to dissolve itself on April 4, 1899, leaving the road 
open to U.S. aspirations concerning the destiny of the Cuban military 
force. It should never have negotiated the disbanding at all, an 
important point which escaped the representatives of Cuban public 
interest, who became entangled in the discussion of how it should be 
done, rather than preventing it from happening. 

The greatest achievement of General Brook's administration was 
the elimination of the Liberating Army, whose armed presence and 
experience in guerrilla warfare was a nightmare for Washington during 
the occupation of the island. As Senator Joseph B. Foraker warned, 
it represented a great danger, since armed encounters between 
Cubans and North Americans would certainly cause grave problems 
and great expense: 

“...[n my opinion the moment the American soldiers pull the trigger 
on the Cubans, if they ever do, the mischief will be to pay generally, 
and the administration at Washington will have to pay it, and | predict 
there won't be funds enough on hand for the purpose.'°© 

The elimination of the Liberating Army, together with the earlier 
deactivation of the Cuban Revolutionary Party and its publication 
Patria, together with the dissolution of the Assembly on the hill, left 
Cubans at the mercy of the designs of the United States Government. 

General Leonard Wood, , who took over as Military Governor in 
1900, tried to neutralize the leading supporters of independence. He 
wrote: 
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"| propose to put General Gomez, General Rodriguez and possibly 
one other of the old generals on a committee to look after the old and 
crippled soldiers of the war, giving General Gomez a salary of 
$5,000.00 a year, Rodriguez $3,600.00, and any other associate 
$2,400. These men have great influence with the army and great 
influence with the people. They are practically starving, at least are 
living on what is given them by their friends."°” 

Of course, Gémez rejected the offer and refused to sell out his 
political principles. The Wood plan never materialized. 

On January 1, 1899, the U.S. general met with several high officials 
of the Liberating Army, among them Bartolomé Mas6, and exhorted 
them to back his country's policy toward Cuba. The Cubans accused 
him of favoring permanent U.S. control over the island, and one of 
them, General José Miré Argenter, accused him of planning 
annexation rather than independence. Wood hypocritically denied it. 

Realizing that Cubans would never give up their struggle to achieve 
unrestricted independence, the United States Government under 
stood that it would not be easy to change the spirit of the Joint 
Resolution, and looked for a way to keep the island linked to them 
through intimidation and force, which they justified as necessary for 
assuring the endurable welfare of Cuba.°® 

U.S. businessmen played a principal role in this. George B. 
Hopkins, an important magnate, wrote to Senator John Spooner that 
he was: 

"_..struck favorably with the fine opportunity afforded for building a 
trunk line Railroad right through the middle of Cuba down to Santiago 
with several lateral branches to important the northern and southern 
seaport towns. .. .If not as acommercial proposition it should be done 
immediately for military purposes...." 

He continued, "... we believed that American capital should build 
this Road and that it could easily be raised here by the proper parties. 


Bartolomé Mas6. One of the patriots with whom Céspedes took up arms 
at Demajagua. He remained intransigent in his determination to repulse 
U.S. intervention and his strong independentista position. 


“We mean business and not a thing in Cuba should be allowed to 
get away from Americans. It is by far the most valuable piece of land 
that | have ever seen .... Commercial interests now and always must 
favor annexation. Carry the present conditions, or any decent 
conditions along for comparatively a short time and commercial 
interests will have become so powerful that they can dictate and will 
dictate the final policy of the whole people...."°9 

His proposal would not only provide great profits for the United 
States, but also increase its influence in Cuba, stimulate increased 
investment and trade, and pave the way to total control of the:island. 

The prevailing mentality at the time in the high levels of U.S. 
Government can be seen ina letter written by former President Grover 
Cleveland, dated March 26, 1900. Init he expresses that he fears Cuba 
must be subdued for a time before it could become a state, territory 
or colony of the United States which the latter could be especially 
proud of.©° The possibility of exterminating the Guban population, 
suggested years earlier by Breckenridge, was again proposed. 

Mark Twain, the famous U.S. writer, referring to the Joint 
Resolution, wrote tn his most important anti-imperialist volume that 
there existed in the United States a strong movement "to slip out of 
our Congressional contract with Cuba. It is a rich country and many 
of us are already beginning to see that the contract was a sentimental 
mistake."*" 

On July 28, 1900, the United States Investor, a major Wall Street 
newspaper, published an editorial illustrative of Twain’s point, 
commenting that the U.S. had "made a grand mistake when we 
promised to give the Cuban people independence. The American 
people, unfortunately, are impulsive and indiscreet. The promise 
ought to be broken because it is our interest to break it. To retire from 
Cuba would be a crime which would not be justified by a promise 
made in ignorance to the Cubans."®* The Yankee spokesman 
concluded his editorial by demanding annexation in order to put an 
end to the problem. 

The interventionist government issued Military Order Number 301 
on July 25, 1900, calling for elections for delegates to an assembly or 
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convention for the purpose or writing and adopting a constitution for 
the republic which would be established in Cuba. 

The Constitutional Convention held its first session on November 
5, 1900. There Governor Wood told the delegates: "It will be your duty, 
first, to frame and adopt a Constitution for Cuba, and when that has 
been done, to formulate what, in your opinion, ought to be the 
relations between the United States and Cuba."® 

On February 11, the debate ended with the approval of the text of 
the Constitution. The following day, when talk turned to the subject of 
bilateral relations, the Constitutional Convention appointed a 
five-member commission to study the issue and make a proposal. 
Wood immediately informed them of the instructions he had received 
from the Secretary of War of his country, Elihu Root, regarding the 
limits suggested and recommended by the U.S. President. 

Those suggestions, with very few changes, were the articles which 
made up the body of the Platt Amendment, which was introduced in 
the United States Senate on February 25 by the chairman of the 
Committee on Relations with Cuba, Senator Orville H. Platt. tt was 
approved by Congress in the early morning hours of February 28, in 
spite of the opposition of some lawmakers who were sympathetic to 
the Cuban cause, as an amendment to Bill 14017, the Army 
Appropriations Bill which included the money for the military 
occupation army in Cuba. 

At the same time, the commission appointed by the Cuban 
Constitutional Convention to draw up a proposal concerning the 
relations to be established with the U.S., turned in a report made up 
of five declarations which were contrary to the instructions given by 
Wood, particularly those relative to the right of intervention and the 
establishment of naval stations on the island. 

Among the declarations of the commission, one of the most 
significant was the first, due to its opposition to the Platt Amendment 
and to Article One of the Permanent Treaty which would also be 
imposed, very similar in wording, but opposed in intentions to the 
content of the Cuban document. Also significant was the fifth, which 
addressed the real objective of the trade reciprocity which the U.S. 
would establish with Cuba. 


Through Wood, the Constitutional Convention received a 
communication which in essence suggested that it was impossible 
for the President of the United States to modify the text of an 
amendment passed by both houses of Congress, or to withdraw the 
occupation army until said amendment was accepted as an appendix 
to the Cuban Constitution. Faced with the dilemma of "capitulation or 
rebellion," it was accepted sixteen votes to eleven. 

At the end of the session general José Lacret Morlot, one of those 
who voted "NO," exclaimed "...Today, May 28, 1901, for me a day of 
mourning, we have enslaved ourselves forever in harsh and thick 
chains."°4 

In Voto particular contra la Enmienda Platt [Personal Vote Against 
the Platt Amendment] the patriot Salvador Cisneros Betancourt 
expounded on his reasons for opposing the document: 

"With said relations it is clear that the Americans did not come to 
Cuba purely for the humanitarian reasons they claim, but rather for 
their own personal vested interests. 

"We must not fall into an ambush; selling our honor and absolute 
independence for concessions that we make to the United States, 
without them conceding us any advantage whatsoever."®> 

On the same subject, Leonard Wood stated that obviously the Platt 
Amendment left Cuba with little or no independence. He noted that it 
was quite evident that the island was in U.S. hands and doubted that 
any European government would view it even for a moment as 
anything but a true dependency of the U.S., as infact the United States 
itself considered it. He elaborated that with the control that would 
doubtlessly soon make it a possession, his country would before long 
practically control the world sugar trade, making it, in fact, a very 
desirable acquisition. He predicted that the island would slowly be 
"Americanized," so that in due time his country would have one of the 
world’s richest and most desirable possessions. © 

The Cuban people did not react passively to the purloining of their 
independence, and they manifested this on March 2, 1901, when a 
massive demonstration converged first on the site where the 
Constitutional Convention was meeting to protest the amendment, 


and then went on to the Palace of the Captains General, where Wood 
resided, to express their complete opposition to the document. 

In a letter sent to Root on October 25, 1901, Wood referred briefly 
to the topic, noting that "With the control which we have over Cuba 
[by the Platt Amendment], a control which and which will soon 
undoubtedly become possession, combined with other sugar 
producing lands which we now own, we shall soon practically control 
the sugar trade of the world, or at least a very large portion of it... 
believe Cuba to be A MOST DESIRABLE ACQUISITION FOR THE 
UNITED STATES. SHE IS EASILY WORTH ANY TWO OF THE 
SOUTHERN STATES, PROBABLY ANY THREE, WITH THE 
EXCLUSION OF TEXAS....IT IS PROBABLE THAT AS SOON AS OUR 
HOME SUGAR PRODUCERS REALIZE OUR POLICY IS TO GIVE 
CUBA A CHANCE, THEY WILL UNDOUBTEDLY TRANSFER THEIR 
INDUSTRIES TO CUBA AND THE ISLAND WILL, UNDER THE 
IMPETUS OF NEW CAPITAL AND ENERGY, NOT ONLY BE 
DEVELOPED, BUT GRADUALLY BECOME AMERICANIZED, AND 
WE SHALL HAVE IN TIME ONE OF THE RICHEST AND MOST 
DESIRABLE POSSESSIONS IN THE WORLD....'©” 

The next step by the United States consisted in ensuring the 
election of a Cuban Government that would respond to its interests. 
With Maximo Gémez retired from the political scene and the sudden 
death of Calixto Garcfa, Bartolomé Mas6 was the only remaining 
historical Cuban candidate. The person chosen to run against the 
anti-interventionist Coalition for Masé was Tomas Estrada Palma. 

Mas6’s anti-Platt position was reflected in his statements published 
in the newspaper E/ Mundo, where he wrote that there is a one law 
capable of smashing all others. "...it is the law of force, which has been 
born in the Platt law, this vicious law which has made us suffer much 
horrifying disappointment..." 


Tomas Estrada Palma. Upon the death of Marti, he assumed the positian 
of Delegate of the Cuban Revolutionary Party; rievertheless he did not 
remain true to the independentista ideals. 


Estrada Palma’s main task -imposed through fraudulent means- 
was to formalize the treaties derived from the appendix to the 
Constitution. On May 22, 1903, plenipotentiary delegates from both 
governments signed the Permanent Treaty Determining Relations 
Between the Republic of Cuba and the United States, which included 
the first seven articles of the Platt Amendment, and an eighth, referring 
to the arrangement of the treaty itself, that would be the “legal basis" 
for the signing of the rest. 

Earlier, the Agreement of February 16-23, 1903, had been signed 
between the Republic of Cuba and the United States for the lease 
(subject to terms to be agreed upon by the two governments) to the 
United States of lands in Cuba for coaling and naval stations. 

On December 11, 1902, the plenipotentiary delegates from both 
countries approved the Reciprocal Trade Agreement between Cuba 
and the United States which, after being ratified and passed by the 
authorities of both, went into effect on December 27, 1903. 

With respect to the Agreement of February 16-23 of that year, it is 
important to point out that thanks to the efforts of Cuban 
independentistas, the territory for the bases was leased rather than 
sold or ceded, that Havana was not among them, and that of the four 
sites the U.S. wanted -Nipe, Cienfuegos, Guantanamo and Bahia 
Honda- only the last two were agreed upon, and later this was limited 
to Guantanamo alone. Thus the United States may exercise 
jurisdiction over these lands while it occupies them, but their 
sovereignty still corresponds to Cuba. 

All of these documents, including the Treaty of Relations of 
1934, “have ignored the temporality of the lease, which constitutes a 
legal absurdity, failing to recognize the right of the owner of a leased 
property to recover it at a given moment. 

Article | of the Agreement of February 16-23, 1903 established that 
"The Republic of Cuba hereby leases to the United States, for the time 


* Internal circumstances in both Cuba and the United States, as well as 


conditions abroad, made it advisable for the U.S. to improve its image and 
sign in Washington, on May 29, 1934, anew Treaty of Relations with Cuba, 
replacing that of 1903 and consequently revoking the Platt Amendment. 


required for the purposes of coaling and naval stations, the following 
described areas of land and water situated in the Island of Cuba" ®° 
for whatever time may be necessary . 

Whereas Article Ill of the Treaty of Relations of 1934 specifies that 
“ Until the two contracting parties agree to the modification or 
abrogation of the stipulations of the agreement in regard to the lease 
to the United States of America of lands in Cuba for coaling and naval 
stations signed by the President of the Republic of Cuba on February 
16, 1903, and by the President of the United States of America on the 
23rd day of the same monthand year, the stipulations of the 
Agreement with aes a to the naval station of Guantanamo shal 
continue in effect."” 

In addition to the above mentioned documents, there was also the 
Permanent Treaty of May 22, 1903, the text of which was in essence 
contalned in the Platt Amendment. Nothing can be more 
contradictory than Articles | and VII of this document, the comparison 
of which leaves no doubt that the United States considered Cuba its 
property. 

The rent for the lease of two thousand dollars in gold -presently 
4,085 dollars a year, or some 340 dollars a month- is also ridiculous. 
As a matter of principle, since 1959 the Revolutionary Government 
has refused to cash these checks and they "have been collected for 
display in the Naval Base Museum when the base is handed back to 
Cuba."”! 

In practice the Reciprocal Trade Agreement between Cuba and the 
United States was another instrument for the consummation of the 
imperialist economic domination, the first signs of which could 
already be seen in the 1800s. In the last decade of that century and 
the beginning of the next, the United States became the real 
economic metropolis of Cuba, with millions of dollars of investments 
and a monopoly on its sugar industry. 

In a message to Congress in December 1902, President Theodore 
Roosevelt stressed that he supported reciprocity with Cuba, among 
other reasons, because it efficiently favored U.S. interests, dominating 
the Cuban market and imposing U.S. supremacy on all the tropical 
lands and seas to the south.’” 


The fraudulent reelection of Estrada Palma in 1906 gave rise to the 
rebellion of the opposition, known as the Little August War. Unable to 
control the situation, the Cuban President committed his final 
antipatriotic act: he handed Cuba over to the second Yankee military 
intervention that same year, which lasted for 28 months under the 
mandate of Charles Magoon. The Iatter, assisted by and In complicity 
with Frank Steinhart,” in less than two years squandered 16 million 
pesos from the treasury and spent the 100 million collected, leaving 
a debt amounting to 11 million and exalting administrative corruption. 

The second military intervention resulted in millions in expenses 
-not counting the money squandered and stolen by Magoon- which 
the Yankees paid out of the Cuban treasury. The Bureau of Island 
Affairs of the U.S. War Department issued a report to this effect on 
December 10, 1908. 

According to it, the expenses incurred by the U.S. to finance the 
intervention and the special expenditures for the Army for the 
pacification of Cuba during the Provisional Government amounted, 
as of June 30, 1908, to $5,311,822.02; adding that this sum was 
expected to grow considerably with the cost of the withdrawal and 
relocation of the troops presently in Cuba.”9 

In January of the following year José Miguel Gémez, known as 
Tiburén [Shark], was installed in power by the interventionist 
government, and warned not to make any changes, because if he did 
the intervention would become permanent. 

On May 20, there was an armed uprising by the Colored 
Independence Party, that generated a violent reprisal which resulted 
in horrors and crimes which left nearly three thousand dead and led 
to a new military intervention. In response to these incidents, the U.S. 
Ambassador in Cuba, A.M. Beaupré, sent a message to the Cuban 
Government, informing it that as a precautionary measure it had been 
decided to send a gunboat to the bay of Nipe, and gather naval forces 
in Key West in anticipation of any further events, so that in case the 


* Frank Steinhart was the real governor of Cuba. Nothing was done without 


his involvement, and everything was submitted to him for prior approval. 
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Cuban Government could not or did not protect the lives and property, 
the U.S. Government would take its customary steps in such cases 
and send in forces to provide the necessary protection.”4 

The United States dispatched the First Provisional Brigade, which 
was transferred to the Guantanamo Naval Base with the announced 
purpose of occupying and defending strategic positions in the interior 
of the country. On May 30, a group of Yankee riflemen landed at 
Daiquirl to protect the Spanish American Iron Company, and two 
days later the U.S. Government sent a dispatch ordering them to 
maintain a regular guard of 200 men in Daiquirf and Firmeza and 50 
more in Cobre, to protect the Spanish American, Juraguia and Cuba 
Copper companies, and emphasizing that this task was very 
important.”> 

On July 5, 500 U.S. riflemen occupied the town of Guantanamo, 
four battleships sailed from Key West, and 5,000 soldiers were on alert 
and ready for action. The following day, El Cobre was occupied and 
seven companies of soldiers were deployed along the length of the 
Guantanamo-Western Railroad to guard the Yankee sugar 
installations. On the 9th, Ambassador Beaupré asked -for his own 
protection- that a warship be sent to Havana, and two were 
dispatched. The U.S. Government report of June 10 maintained that 
the United States did not plan an intervention in Cuba, but rather 
decided to wait, since it believed that the Cuban Government would 
take swift and energetic measures to put down the insurrection.’© 

The revoit of the Liberal Party in February, 1917, known as La 
Chambelona,” was another event that did not please the Yankees. On 
the pretense of protecting the water supply to their naval base and 
protecting U.S. property, detachments of Marines crossed the 
borders of the base and occupied various points. In fact, this action 
had the tacit support of the Cuban Government in power at the time, 


After the fraudulent election of Menocal in 1917, the liberals, headed by 
José Miguel Gémez, were moved to insurrection in a movement called the 
Little War of 1917 or the La Chambelona Uprising. 
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and served to demonstrate to the politicians that any future military 
rebellions must have the approval of the United States. 

In late 1920, General Enoch Crowder was named the personal 
representative of the U.S. President, and sent to Cuba, clearly ona 
mission of interference, on the pretext of bringing the difficult Cuban 
economic and political situation under control. Crowder had to 
appear as the restorer of morality and the defender of the interests of 
the island, and therefore new elections were held, according to a code 
written by him. He had a long record of service, and had participated 
in the first military intervention and served as Attorney General and 
Secretary of State of the second. 

The new proconsul” arrived aboard the battleship Minnesota on 
January 6, 1921, and held elections in March. Alfredo Zayas Alonzo 
was elected and ascended to the presidency on May 20 of that year. 
Crowder’s platform was centered around two basic points: solving 
the economic crisis through a loan arranged in the United States, with 
the ever-present conditions of financing and direct overseeing of 
Cuban state activity; and administrative moralization through the 
construction of a new cabinet -the Cabinet of Honor- which would 
support U.S. interventionist policies. 

No aspect of national life was exempt from meddling on behalf of 
his country’s interests. During a visit to Washington in October 1922, 
to report on the progress of his mission and receive new instructions, 
he was named ambassador to the island. 

Three years later Gerardo Machado Morales assumed the 
presidency with the blessing of the United States. The new chief 
executive suffered from the same evils and vices as his predecessors. 
He was known for his great demagoguery on economic issues, 
through which he accumulated personal wealth and profits for U.S. 
banks, and for his reign of terror and repression. Crowder welcomed 
Machado’s administration, and remained in Cuba until 1927, when he 
resigned. 


* In ancient Roman times, the governor of a province. By analogy, a Yankee 


agent who exercises considerable power in neocolonialist situations. 
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This case of U.S. meddling in Cuban affairs was not an isolated 
one. The Sixth Pan American Conference, held in Havana on January 
16, 1928, was a convincing example of its interference in the affairs of 
Latin America and the submission of governments imposed by it. It 
was a farce, a meeting between the exploiter, represented by 
President Calvin Coolidge, and its puppets to discuss questions which 
would benefit only their monopolies. 

During this period, persons such as Alfredo Lépez, Julio Antonio 
Mella, Carlos Balifio, Rubén Martinez Villena, Pablo de la Torriente 
Brau, Antonio Guiteras Holmes and many others arose from within 
the population, faithful exponents of anti-imperialism determined to 
carry on the struggle of the previous century. 

The servile figure of Machado soon became a stumbling block for 
the United States, whose government, then presided over by Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt, sent Benjamin Sumner Welles to Cuba on May 1, 
1933 for the purpose of "mediation" and making contact with the 
leaders of the opposition. 

On August 12, the tyrant Gerardo Machado fled the country, not 
as a consequence of the "mediation," but rather due to the 
revolutionary situation. Nevertheless, the revolution was again 
frustrated with the aid of the United States, who from that moment on 
would work to lay the groundwork place a "strong man' in power, 
propped up by the army and other repressive bodies, but always with 
U.S. support and direction. 

At dawn on September 4, Ambassador Welles was surprised when 
a group of sergeants and soldiers, together with other forces in 
opposition to the government of Carlos M. de Céspedes, Jr., carried 
out a military coup, out of which emerged the figure of Sergeant 
Fulgencio Batista Zaldivar. 

The rebellion was followed by convulsive days: A collective 
government known as the Pentarchy was organized. When it fell on 
December 10, Ramén Grau San Martin was designated provisional 
president of what came to be known as The Government of 100 Days. 
The United States refused to recognize this administration; and fearful 
of popular measures contrary to Its interests, especially those 
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promoted by Secretary of the Interior Antonio Guiteras, sent warships 
to encourage its fall. 

In response to the intense struggles waged by workers and 
students, the government -almost always on the initiative of Guiteras- 
issued decrees establishing an 8-hour work day in the sugar industry 
and other branches of the economy; establishing a minimum wage; 
prohibiting the employment of minors under 18 at night and under 14 
as apprentices; making it obligatory to hire at least 50% Cubans in 
any workplace; lowering gas and electricity rates; and placing the 
inappropriately named Cuban Electric Company under government 
control, among other important measures. 

Counterrevolutionary mutinies and revolts, with the complicity of 
the U.S. Embassy, consolidated the position of Batista. On December 
18, Ambassador Sumner Welles ended his term in Cuba, although his 
influence there was still felt indirectly in his new post of Undersecretary 
of State in Washington. He was succeeded by Jefferson Caffery, 
whose mission was to use Batista to bring down the government and 
"normalize" the situation in the country. 

Pressured by Batista the national bourgeoisie and the U.S. 
Embassy, President Grau was toppled by a coup d’etat on June 13, 
1934. 

In an interview published by the New York Times on October 20, 
1933, the former president characterized the U.S. refusal to recognize 
his government as an intervention by inertia.”” 

Carlos Hevia took his place for a few hours while the necessary 
adjustments were made to place Carlos Mendieta, who had been 
recommended by Welles, at the head of the government. Thus 
initiated the reactionary Batista-Caffery-Mendieta administration, 
characterized by its total surrender to Yankee desires. 

Although the Platt Amendment was repealed in 1934, some of its 
provisions continued in force through "legal" maneuvering. In reality, 
the United States Government no'longer needed to resort to the right 
to intervention because it had already created the mechanisms which 
would allow it to preserve its domination: in the first place an almost 
total economic dependence, and in the second political, 
administrative and military apparatus that were in its service. 


42 


The new U.S. foreign policy, based on the recognition of the 
principle of non-intervention, was but a cosmetic change from the 
traditional Big Stick. 

In Cuba, the period of violence and abuse resumed by Mendieta 
stimulated the growth of the revolutionary movement. One of the 
most important events arising out of that situation was the general 
strike of March 1935, in response to a bloodbath ordered by Caffery. 

In those years Batista adopted an opportunistic attitude directed 
at attracting Cuban antifacist forces at a time when the interests of its 
neighbor tothe north coincided with those of the growing international 
antifacist movement. As part of the Yankee rearmament for World War 
Il, the facilities at the Naval Air Station at Guantanamo were expanded 
and other air bases were established in San Julian, Pinar del Rio, San 
Antonio de los Banos, and Havana; an airstrip was build in Camagiley; 
and naval stations in Caibarién and the Isle of Pines, today the Isle of 
Youth. 

At the end of the Second World War, the insinuation by some that 
the U.S. might retain its temporary bases in the Caribbean provoked 
popular apprehension in the midst of Cuban joy at the victory. The 
prompt reincorporation into Cuba-of the lands occupied by these 
military enclaves became an agglutinating factor, uniting the 
population and frustrating Yankee attempts to hold on to them. 

At that time the United States was engaged in a reordering of its 
relations with Latin America, and came to exercise greater economic 
and political control over the region. An important step in that direction 
was the creation of the Organization of American States in 1948, which 
was used to keep Latin American governments bound to its intentions 
and to give a legal cover to its interference. 

Beginning in the late 1940’s, Latin America suffered a series of 
coups designed to bring the most reactionary cliques into power. 
Following this line, the United States openly promoted the occurrence 
of a similar situation in Cuba where, in spite of the servile subjection 
of the second administration of Ramén Grau and that of Carlos Prio, 
the U.S. authorities felt neither content nor secure with the internal 
situation and aspired to more complete control over the country. 


During the Prio years another event occurred which provoked the 
indignation of the Cubans. On March 11, 1949, a group of U.S. sailors 
belonging to a battleship in Havana Bay on a "goodwill visit" 
desecrated the statue of José Marti in the Central Park of the capital. 
The police intervened, but only to protect the culprits from the 
outraged population. 

Both the U.S. Government and the most reactionary sectors of the 
Cuban ruling class greatly feared a victory by the Cuban People’s 
Party (Orthodox), headed by Eduardo R. Chibas,” In the June 1952 
elections. If this were to happen, there was the risk that the popular 
movement would be strengthened, even though this did not imply 
revolutionary social change. Thus the imminent victory of the 
Orthodox Party brought with it a coup d’etat on March 10, 1952, 
headed by Fulgencio Batista and supported by the United States. 
From that day until December 31, 1958, the United States Government 
supplied economic, political and military aid, providing advisors, 
supplies, military missions and the training of cadres. The bombs and 
rockets launched by the regime’s aircraft against the territories and 
towns occupied by the Rebel Army carried the U.S. flag, and the 
Guantanamo Naval Base was used to support the military operations 
of the tyranny. 

Yankee intervention did not let up during this stage. This Is 
demonstrated by the work of Ambassadors Arthur Gardner and Earl 
T. Smith. The latter arrived in mid-1957 to replace the former, who was 
a close friend of Batista and whose work began to be reevaluated 
toward the end of 1956 due tothe mounting struggle. Smith took steps 
to penetrate the revolutionary ranks and promote increased CIA 
activity, including attempts to assassinate Fidel Castro in the Sierra 
Maestra. He also took charge or personally relaying to Batista his 
government's. instructions regarding the strategy to follow in 
confronting the political crisis unfolding in Cuba. 


* The Cuban People's Party (Orthodox), with its slogan, "Self-respect Before 


Money” and the systematic struggle of its leader Eduardo R. Chibas, 
enjoyed broad popular support. 


According to his own admission in his book The Fourth Floor 78, 
he arrived in Cuba with two principal directives: erase the public image 
left by Gardner of the close link of dependence between the regime 
and his government, and convince Batista that it was imperativeto 
improve his own position. 

The U.S. administration would continue to support him, but it also 
foresaw the need to replace him at some point; a reality which explains 
the double game played by Smith, who also met frequently with 
members of the bourgeois opposition. 

Due to the increasing popularity of the revolutionary struggle, 
Batista decided once again to suspend constitutional guarantees and 
reestablish censure of the press, in blatant contradiction with the 
recommendations to improve his public image. 

On top of all this, Smith and Batista met again on December 17, 
1958. In the aforementioned book, Smith recalls that he told President 
Batista that the U.S. State Department was skeptical about any plans 
he might have to remain in Cuba indefinitely. Smith recommended 
that Batista spend a year or two in Spain or some other country, and 
that he not delay his departure any longer than absolutely necessary 
for an orderly transfer of power.’? 

Later the U.S. diplomat reflected on the interventionist nature of his 
role, noting that the United States had diplomatically but very clearly 
informed the President of the Republic that he had to leave his own 
country. 

The triumph of the Revolution on January 1, 1959, marked once 
and for all the end of the cycle of successive regimes in the service 
of the United States. The events that followed are well-known: the 
United States Government was erroneously convinced that in the long 
run it could control any internal situation in Cuba. 

That point signaled a radical change in the history of the relations 
between the two nations, since for the first time Cuba ceased to be a 
dependent state, and began to demand that its sovereignty and 
self-determination be respected. 
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IV. THE MAMBIS ENTER SANTIAGO - 
(1959-1993) 


“They will never forgive José Marti for exposing the predatory 
and expansionist essence of nascent US imperialism, for 
denouncing its lust for Cuba and Puerto Rico... 
“Even less will they forgive, for its contagious example, the fact 
that in 1959, Cuba, under the leadership of Fidel, broke for all 
time the neo-colonial chains they had bound us with during the 
military occupation... 
“That is the basis of the historical conflict between the United 
States and Cuba." 
Raul Castro Ruz 
December, 1993 


During the last quarter of 1957 and all of 1958, the CIA station in 
Havana devoted itself to the study and penetration of some of the 
organizations participating in the wars of national liberation in order 
to establish, along with a group of officers not implicated In the 
dictatorships crimes, a civilian-military government which would have 
cheated the people of their victory. 

Their intelligence services maintained a study of the personality of 
Fidel Castro. A note from the White House Special Staff (the 
President's advisors and personal aides) dated January 13, 1959 
pointed out that Castro had contacted communist - vanguard groups 
during his university days - and that there were continuous reports 
about the possible communist affiliation of some of the top leaders. 
However, they added, at that time it was not certain that Castro was 
Communist. The note said Castro seemed to be nationalist and 
somewhat socialist, and though he had criticized and made charges 
about US support for Batista, it couldn't be said that he personally 
was hostile to the United States. °! 

During the combats against the tyranny, the US government and 
its federal authorities, invoking a “Neutrality Law", blocked the 
revolutionaries’ activities in that country while Batista’s henchmen 


* “The history of 95 shall not repeat itself! This time, the Mambis will enter 
Santiago de Cuba!" Excerpt of Commander-in-Chief Fidel Castro's speech to 
the residents of the city, January 1, 1959. 
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were decorated with US military Orders for serving White House 
interests. Once the regime was overthrown, they received a warm 
welcome. 

In response to revolutionary measures, in early July, 1959, the US 
Congress adopted a resolution which authorized the President to 
suspend foreign any to any country which confiscated US property 
without “fair and appropriate" compensation. 82 This resolution was 
aimed at repressing any nationalization measure Cuba might take. 

Despite Yankee hostility, the Cuban government has always been 
willing to dialogue. On February 22, 1960, it stated: 

"The Cuban government agrees that negotiations about 
unresolved issues between the two governments should be held in 
an appropriate atmosphere with strict respect for international law and 
respective national laws, and with the spirit of the traditional friendship 
between the United States of America and Cuba and Inter-American 
solidarity". = 

Ina response which is proof of a lack of any desire for conciliation, 
Washington replied that the US government could not accept the 
conditions for the negotiations and that according to what President 
Eisenhower said January 26, the US government should remain free, 
in the exercise of its sovereignty, to take the steps it deemed 
necessary, totally consistent with its international obligations, in 
defense of the people’s legitimate rights and interests. The United 
States government claimed these rights and interests have been 
adversely affected by Cuba's unilateral actions. al 

At the beginning of that year, the National Security Council held 
several secret meetings with the presence of President Dwight D. 
Eisenhower to draw up a general plan of subversive activities against 
the island. 

On March 17, the US leader approved a program of covert action 
against the Castro regime. This document Included a four part 
program: 

a) Creation of responsible, united opposition to the Castro regime 
outside Cuba; 

b) Development of mass media for the Cuban people as part of a 
hard-hitting propaganda offensive; 


c) Creation and development inside Cuba of a secret intelligence 
and action organization which would be responsive to the orders and 
instructions of the opposition in exile; 

d) Development of a Sparamilitary force outside Cuba for future 
guerrilla action. 8 

From that moment on, CIA director Allen Dulles began to organize 
internal subversion in Cuba and prepare an armed force made up of 
Cuban exiles to invade, overthrow the revolution, and re-establish the 
former system, a plan known as Operation 40. 

In June, the United States cut off oil sales and when it was later 
purchased from the USSR, US oil companies in Cuba refused to refine 
it. In essence, anti-Cuban measures were escalating. On July 3, the 
Senate approved a draft bipartisan resolution giving Elsenhower the 
authority to determine the Cuban sugar quota on the US market. 
Three days later, the President ordered a reduction of that quota and 
refused to purchase 700 000 tons, on the pretext of "US national 
interests". 

At the end of August, he convened the 7th Consultative Meeting of 
the Foreign Ministers of the American Republics, in San José, Costa 
Rica, to set the precedents for military aggression under the pretext 
of a hypothetical threat to hemispheric peace and intervention of an 
extracontinental foreign power. 

The aggressive US actions were on the rise. One of the most 
conspicuous was the organization of an Operative Group made up of 
those who were familiar with the country because they had worked 
at the CIA’s Havana station. It was based in Miami and its first meeting 
was attended by Director Allen Dulles, his alternates and other 
important officials. 

John F. Kennedy was elected in November and became de facto 
heir to the aggressive anti-Cuban program. On January 3, 1961 - 17 
days before Kennedy's inauguration, the outgoing President decided 
to break off diplomatic relations with Cuba. 

On January 28, at a meeting with his administration's top leaders, 
Kennedy authorized: 
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a) Continuation and accentuation of CIA activity, including 
increased propaganda, political action and sabotage. Specifically 
authorized were continuous flights over Cuba. 

b) A Defense Department review of CIA proposals for active 
deployment of anti-Castro forces in Culaan territory with a rapid report 
to the CIA of the results of that review. 

c) A concrete State Department proposal concerning action with 
other Latin American countries to isolate the Castro government 
and turn the Organization of American States against the Cuban 
leader. °° 

The CIA was organizing and training dozens of 
counter-revolutionary groups to promote subversion and sabotage, 
and planned to step up the violence if its plans did not succeed. 

A decision was made to invade during an April 4th National 
Security Council Session Kennedy chaired. A few days later, Kennedy 
himself said that under no circumstances would US forces invade 
Cuba and that his government would do all it could, and that he 
believed it could, to assure that no American would get involved In 
actions in Cuba. 8” 

On April 15, B-26 airplanes under CIA command bearing the 
insignia of the Cuban Revolutionary Air Force attacked the alr bases 
of San Antonio de los Bafios, Ciudad Libertad and the Santiago de 
Cuba Airport as a prelude to the landing two days later of the 
mercenary force which was defeated in less than 72 hours at Playa 
Girén and Playa Larga. 

The United States tried to prove that the April 15 action had been 
an internal affair, but at the UN it was made evident that not even US 
Ambassador Adlai Stevenson had been informed of what his 
government was doing. 

The book "The Fish is Red - The Story of the Secret War Against 
Castro" by US writers Warren Hinckle and William Turner, mentions 
the participation of US pilots in Playa Gir6n combat actions. Two of 
their bodies with their 1.D. papers remained in Cuba as irrefutable 
proof. 

According to Ray S. Cline, one of the CIA Deputy Directors at the 
time: 
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"Both Jack and Bobby were deeply ashamed after the Bay of Pigs, 
and they were quite obsessed with the problem of Cuba". 

Some counter-revolutionary ringleaders and Republican Party 
Officials tried to justify the failure of the mercenary invasion with the 
fact that Kennedy had pullgd out air support. However, the US 
Marines had actively participated in providing cover for the ships 
which transported the mercenary force. The destroyer DD-510 Eaton 
guided the convoy to the Bay of Pigs itself and in fact, its naval aviation 
supported the mercenary troops. 

According to Douglas Dillon, who was Treasury Secretary during 
the Kennedy and Johnson administrations, "Part of the original plan 
was that we would use our own naval air in support of the landing if 
the initial air strikes by the Cuban invaders did not succeed in 
destroying Castro's Air Force". = 

Ship's captain William C. Chapman, who as operations chief 
aboard the CVS-9 Essex aircraft carrier in the support operation for 
what they called the "Cuban Expeditionary Force" (CEF) commonly 
known by the US Naval Command as Bumpy Road, said: 

"On Monday, 3 April 1961, the ESSEX departed Norfolk with a full 
complement of anti-submarine warfare aircraft...pilots received a Top 
Secret briefing...they were told they were on the way to Cuba to take 
part in a planned invasion. 

“D-Day for the Bay of Pigs invasion was April 17. By sunset on the 
14th, the ESSEX had moved to a position about 300 miles southwest 
of the Bay of Pigs. Probably on the evening of 13 April, pilots...were 
briefed of the impending operation. 

",,.the Cia had required the Joint Chiefs of Staff to provide US Naval 
air cover over the CEF ships from O600HR (local) to sunset on D-1 
and D-2 (15-16 April). 

"Our mission was to escort and provide safe passage for a group 
of transport ships proceeding from “Latin America" northeast toward 
Cuba. 

‘The guiding principle throughout, dictated from Washington, was 
that support for this operation be provided in a way that the United 
States could plausibly deny participation. 


“During the night of 18-19 April, at the request of the CIA and with 
the approval of President John F. Kennedy, the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
directed CinClant to furnish air cover of six unmarked aircraft from 
0630 to 0730 local time, to defend the CEF against attack from Castro 
planes". 9 

Six Skyhawk planes from the Essex made air cover and 
reconnaissance flights over the combat area. Also involved in the 
operation were the LPH-4 Boxer with a naval infantry batallion on 
board, the destroyers DD-507 Conway, and DD-756 Murray and the 
LSD-25 San Marcos landing ship. The mercenary brigade’s only real 
chance and true purpose was to establish a beachhead and hold it 
for a relatively short period of time in order to establish on It a 
provisional government which would justify a US intervention. 

In his memoirs, Richard Nixon recalls that the day after the Bay of 
Pigs defeat, he had a meeting with Kennedy in the White House Oval 
Office during which Kennedy told him of his frustration about the rout. 
In a reference to his CIA advisors, the Joint Chiefs of Staff and the 
members of his cabinet, Kennedy sald, "| was assured by every son 
of a bitch | checked with ... that the plan would succeed". a 

A few days after the setback, Kennedy met with a group of notables: 
Eisenhower, Nixon, J. Edgar Hoover, MacArthur, Truman and 
Rockefeller, among others. Senator Barry Goldwater, who was later 
a Republican Party presidential! candidate, was also present and said 
that the United States could not allow a communist country to exist 
so close to its shores. He insisted that the US should resort to an air 
and naval blockade and that if this was unsuccessful, go to the 
Organization of American States. If this also failed, said Goldwater, 
Washington should take matters into its own hands - in other words, 
stage a direct military Lise a ag He stressed that if everything else 
failed, he would support ich? 

Shortly afterwards, Kennedy ordered an investifjation of the causes 
of the defeat. He created a commission which after four months of 
work recommended that, "...the Cuban situation be reappraised in the 
light of all presently known factors...and new guidance be provided 
for political, military, economic and propaganda action against 
Castro", 99 


This report was the basis of a new secret plan: Operation 
Mongoose, which included, among other things, intelligence 
gathering, subversion, sabotage, assassination and direct military 
action. As part of the operation, internal counter-revolutionary 
organizations, including the bands operating in the Escambray 
Mountains and other parts of the country, would receive firm support. 

That Plan was complemented by anti-Cuban radio broadcasts and 
large-scale US Armed Forces war games near Cuba. After the Bay of 
Pigs, US aggression once again brought out the old Monroe Doctrine 
and presented hemispheric defense against international 
communism and its penetration in Cuba as a continental problem to 
be resolved under US leadership. 

Inline with this policy, on January 31, 1962, the US managed to get 
Cuba expelled from the Organization of American States during its 
Vill Consultative Meeting, held in Punta del Este Uruguay, and on 
February 3 announced a total embargo on trade with Cuba, with the 
exception of certain types of food and medicine. President Kennedy's 
Decree 3 447 said in part that starting at 12:01 am Eastern Standard 
Time, February 7, 1962, he prohibited import to the United States of 
all products of Cuban origin as well as all products from or through 
Cuba. 

At an August 30 press conference, when asked about what the 
Monroe Doctrine meant to him, Kennedy replied that it meant the 
same thing to him that it had meant since it had been formulated by 
Presidents Monroe and John Quincy Adams: firm opposition to any 
foreign intervention in the Western Hemisphere. He said that was why 
the US opposed what was going on in Cuba. 

Kennedy claimed that was why the US had stopped trade with Cuba 
and was working with the OAS in other ways to isolate “Cuba's 
communist threat". He stressed his administgation would continue to 
fight and lend a great deal of attention and effort to this issue. °° 

In a reference to Cuba, Senator Everett M. Dirksen said before 
Congress on September 17 that the Cuban issue did not only 
endanger the US people. According to Dirksen, it was a violation of 
one of the country’s basic declarations of liberty, the Monroe 
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Doctrine, as it was a question of a foreign nation’s threat against the 
entire Western Hemisphere: ¥ 

After a series of stepped up aggressions, On October 3, 1962, the 
US Congress approved Law 87-33, which represented a declaration 
of war against Cuba, and which, in the spirit of the Monroe Doctrine, 
invoked the Rio Treaty. The Law expresses Washington's decision to: 

a) prevent by any means necessary, including the use of force, the 
Cuban regime from disseminating by force or threat of force, its 
aggressive or subversive activities to any part of this hemisphere; 

b) prevent the creation or use in Cuba of any foreign-supported 
military capacity which would endanger US security; and 

c) work with the Organization of American States and 
freedom-loving Cubans to support the Cuban people's hopes for 
self-determination. 9” 

On the 16th of that month, US intelligence sources informed the 
President of the presence of nuclear weapons in Cuba. On the 22, his 
government declared that Cuba was "quarantined" and on the 24th, 
threw up a naval blockade, sparking the October Crisis. During the 
Crisis, Cuba defended the principles of self-determination and 
sovereignty with dignity. Cuba stood up to the US’s aggressive policy 
and discussed the dispute which arose with the Soviet Union during 
the events on the basis of reason and law. 

Kennedy was assassinated on November 22, 1963 and 
Vice-President Lyndon B. Johnson assumed the Presidency. He 
made his first statements against Cuba on April 20, 1964, using The 
Cuban Revolution’s spirit of solidarity with the Latin American 
liberation movement as a pretext. Johnson contended that the use of 
Cuba as a base of subversion and terror is an obstacle to US 
expectations for the Western Hemisphere. He announced that his ain 
task would be to isolate Cuba from the inter-American system. 

Meanwhile Johnson continued to tighten the blockade. Most 
striking was the 1965 Export Regulation Law, which included the 
island on the so-called "Z List" of countries to which it was prohibited 
to supply any product or technical information from the US, among 
other things. 


US possibilities for direct military action were to a great degree 
limited by the Viet Nam War, to which it had dedicated part of its 
military might, but it did not end its "secret war' against Cuba. 

Other examples of bilateral tensions were the kidnapping of Cuban 
fishing boats by US Coast Guards In international waters on January 
3 and February 2, 1964. Cuba responded by suspending water 
supplies to the Guantanamo Naval Base January 6. The US retaliated 
by firing more than 700 Cubans who worked at the Base. On the 20th, 
all of the fishermen were released. 

The Guantanamo Naval Base has been a focal point of serious 
incidents. There have been thousands of aggressive actions by the 
Americans stationed there, including the murders of Cuban soldiers 
Ramon Lépez Pena on July 19, 1964 and Luis Ramirez L6pez on May 
21, 1966. 

The Johnson administration prioritized activities aimed at 
destabilizing the Revolution within the framework of a long range 
strategy which included spy flights with resulting violations of Cuban 
air space, infiltrations, pirate attacks, sabotage and other forms of 
subversion. 

In order to create a pseudo-crisis with Cuba, in September, 1970 
the US used the pretext of the alleged construction of a base for Soviet 
nuclear submarines in Cienfuegos. !n this context, President Richard 
Nixon sent a message to Secretary of State Henry Kissinger and 
ordered him to step up hostilities. Nixon said, "I want a report on a 
crash basis about 1) what the CIA can do to support any kind of action 
which will irritate Castro and 2) what actions we can take which we 
have not yet taken to boycott nations dealing with Castro." 2 

On February 25 of the following year, in his report to Congress on 
foreign policy, Nixon charged that Cuba continued to exclude itself 
from the inter-American system because of what he called incitement 
and support for revolution and its military ties to the Soviet Union. 
According to Nixon, those who were constantly hostile could not hope 
for US assistance. 9 

Conditions for the re-establishment of official contacts were 
created after Nixon’s resignation August 9, 1974 because of his 
involvement in the Watergate scandal. He was replaced by 
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Vice-President Gerald Ford, who said just a few days after taking office 
that his policy toward Cuba would be implemented in accordance 
with OAS decisions. 

Among the main objectives of US government activities against 
Cuba were dozens of assassination attempts against the leaders of 
the Revolution, through the CIA and countless bands at its service. A 
Senate commission investigating CIA plans to kill political leaders 
from other countries admitted that it had found proof of at least 8 plans 
to kill Fidel Castro between 1960 and 1965, and that the CIA was 
involved, 1° 

Though this number is way below that of the conspiracies which 
have been discovered and neutralized by the Cuban Ministry of the 
Interior, it does reflects the sordidness of the anti-Cuban crusade ~ 
Washington has been waging for several decades. 

Powerful US economic interests affected by the blockade 
pressured for better relations, as can be seen in the statements of 
respected scholars, businessmen and politiclans and the October, 
1974 Lynowitz Report, which said that continuing to isolate Cuba was 
not in the US’s interests. The Report states that politically, the United 
States could become the isolated country as Latin American countries 
re-established relations with Cuba. 1° 

During the 1976 election campaign, the Ford government stopped 
its attempts to get closer to Cuba and began making them contingent 
on an end to Cuba's solidarity with the Puerto Rican independence 
struggle and the pullout of internationalist troops from Angola. This 
campaign encouraged counter-revolutionary terrorists who, 
organized by the CIA, blew up a Cuban plane mid-flight with a toll of 
73 dead, 57 of them Cuban. '°2 

In its initial policy toward Cuba, the Carter administration to a great 
degree was guided by Lynowitz Reports | and Il, of October 1974 and 
December 1976, respectively. Both reports reflected the view of broad 
sectors of the US power structure that the Cuban Revolution was 
consolidated and that it was in their interests to look for ways for the 
two countries to settle the conflict. 

After a series of expenditures and actions by both countries (it is 
important to note that the economic blockade was not lifted and was 
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maintained as a pressure point), Interests Sections were opened in 
Washington and Havana on September 1, 1977. However, in 
mid-1976 that process began to slow down and in 1979 and 1980, the 
US administration took a turn to the right, by virtue of which the most 
reactionary sectors created several pseudocrises in an effort to 
sabotage the policy of rapprochement. 

After a period of positive gestures, during its last two years the 
Carter Administration returned to an aggressive policy toward Cuba. 
Spy flights were resumed, naval maneuvers were conducted around 
the island, a joint military force was created in the Caribbean, illegal 
departures were encouraged and a major propaganda campaign was 
launched concerning so-called dissidents as a basis for future 
accusations about alleged human rights violations. 

In its report to the Cuban Communist Party's Second Congress, its 
Central Committee assessed Carter Administration policies in this 
way: "Carter unquestionably made some gestures toward Cuba...but 
then the reactionary views of some of his advisors prevailed over the 
less aggressive forces in the State Department...and relations became 
tense once again". be 

The November 4, 1980 elections brought Republican candidate 
Ronald Reagan to the White House. This produced a complete 
change of direction in US policies to conservative, ultra-right positions 
vis a vis Latin America, according to what was stipulated in the Santa 
Fe Report. which was prepared in May of that year by a group of 
hard-liners. 

The Report's main theory was that Cuba’s support for left 
movements in Nicaragua, El Salvador and Guatemala had during the 
last two years turned Central America into an area of great instability, 
giving Cuba and the USSR major opportunities in terms of Mexican 
oil and the Panama Canal. 14 

It called for aggressive actions against Cuba based on a full-scale 
propaganda campaign, which would highlight Cuba’s aggression 
against sister nations in the Americas, and insisted that if the 
campaign failed there should be a ‘liberation war’ against Fidel 
Castro. As another alternative, it proposed encouraging Cubans to 
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change their foreign policy and that the US would be "generous" in 
exchange. 

On January 20, 1981, Reagan took office and immediately put a 
series of aggressive anti-Cuban measures into practice, which 
included: accusations that the island was exporting revolution to 
Central America, pressures on different Latin American governments 
to change or break off relations with Havana, and opposition to Cuba’s 
presence at the North-South dialogue slated for Cancun, Mexico. 

During 1981 and 1982, that policy was characterized by an 
intensification of psychological warfare and increased hostility in the 
statements of important officials, as well as threats of military 
aggression, including extensive military maneuvers in areas relatively 
close to Cuba. This increase in military activity coincided with an 
Increase in political and diplomatic tensions. 

In October of 1983, Reagan signed the Law on Radio Broadcasts 
to Cuba, giving life to badly named Radio Mart, a station which on 
May 20, 1985 began to invade Cuba’s radio-electronic space, in a 
flagrant violation of international regulations. This type of aggression 
was thus becoming a war to perfect ideological warfare. 

Reagan government policies toward our country were a 
combination of instruments of ideological warfare and military threats, 
political-diplomatic pressures and measures which tended to tighten 
the economic blockade. The Reagan administration put special 
emphasis on linking the dispute with Cuba to the conflict in Central 
America, and argument aimed at getting approval for funds for the 
Nicaraguan contras, the Salvadoran regime and UNITA in Angola. 

Five years later, the US political scene was ready for George Bush, 
who maintained his predecessor's anti-Cuban policy. There was 
increased use of means of ideological influence and economic and 
military pressure, as well as a series of new slander campaigns in 
which the island was condemned for alleged subversive and terrorist 
activities, drug trafficking and human rights violations. 

These claims coincided with National Security Council Directive 17, 
which legitimized the need to step up public pressure against Cuba 
to keep the public, particularly in the US and Europe, from limiting the 
policy of confrontation with the Cuban government. 108 
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Two events in 1989 reflected the position of Cuba's neighbor to the 
north: the Baker Memorandum “ and a speech given by Bush in 
May. 106 The former reflected US willingness to solve its problems with 
Cuba if it were in its interests, and the latter eliminated the possibility 
of any negotiations with Cuba and .reflected US glee about the 
collapse of the Socialist Community and its certainty that the same 
thing would happen in Cuba. 

Between 1989 and 1992, several proposals made to the Congress 
and the Executive Branch proposed tightening the blockade against 
the Cuban Revolution. Senator Connie Mack proposed Amendments 
1, il and Ill and later another Senator, Robert Torricelli, introduced the 
"Cuban Democracy Act". '°7 

The essence of Connie Mack’s first amendment consisted in 
re-setting the blockade at 1963-1965 levels, for which he demanded 
a ban on trade with the island for all US subsidiaries in third countries. 
At the time the State Department did not agree, because the measure 
affected more than 90 firms abroad as well as governments interested 
in doing business with Cuba, and because it would indicate that the 
US felt its laws could have jurisdiction in other countries. The same 
thing happened with Amendments I! and III, not for Cuba's sake but 
rather because of possible harm to US interests due to their 
extraterritorial projection. 

Senator Torricelli’s plan, which was signed by the US president in 
1992 and put into effect in June, 1993, consisted of a combination of 
greater ideological influence and a tighter blockade in order to wipe 
out the Cuban Revolution. Among other things, it prohibits US 
subsidiaries in third countries to trade with Cuba, bans the entry in US 
ports for six months of boats which have been in Cuban territory, 
pressures other countries to join the blockade and gives the US 
president the option to sanction countries which give assistance to 
the island. 

An instrument activated by the Bush Administration which violates 
Cuba’s sovereignty and territorial integrity was an anti-Cuban TV 
station which went on the air March 27, 1990. 


* Secretary of States James Baker sent this memorandum to the embassies 


and consulates of Ibeto-America. 


In 1993, anti-Cuban broadcasts increased. Some 15 
counter-revolutionary radio stations and broadcasts devoted more 
than 50 000 hours of air time to lies, insults and exhortations to acts 
of violence against the Revolution. 1g? 

From 1988 to 1993, Washington and reactionary sectors of the 
Cuban emigrants in the US encouraged the creation in Cuba of 
counterrevolutionary groups-self-styled "human rights" or "civic 
resistance" organizations, in order to turn them into promoters of 
pronouncements and actions aimed at overthrowing the Revolution 
by force. 

The Yankees have resorted to countless acts of blackmail and 
manipulation to have Cuba sanctioned and condemned at the UN 
Human Rights Commission, and has used the "testimony", of 
members of those groups, submissive non-governmental 
organizations and allied governments, or has sought consensus via 
cercion. 

Military pressures persist as an instrument of anti-Cuban policy. 
Rehearsals for aggression, prepared in absolute secrecy, have been 
held on several occasions. Some examples are the war games in 
waters close to Cuba in early May, 1990: Ocean Venture, DEFEX (at 
the Guantanamo Naval Base) and Global Shield. 

Euphoric about the success of the Gulf War, General Colin Powell, 
who was at that time head of the Armed Forces Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
said in an interview published by the newspaper Army Times 

On April 15, 1991 that he was getting rid of the demons, that he was 
getting rid of the villains and that only Fidel Castro and Kim li Sung 
remained. '° On January 6, 1992, during a visit to the Guantanamo 
Naval Base, he repeated veiled threats against Cuba before his 
troops. Powell said that there was still danger in the world, and that 1 
700 young men and women like them were stationed in places like 
Guantanamo because they had a mission to accomplish. uo 

Aggressive plans against the island include the search for new 
ways to encourage desertion. Although the US does not comply with 
migratory treaties signed with Cuba, it gives a hero’s welcome to 
those who in flagrant acts of piracy highjack a civilian or military plane, 
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a boat or flimsy raft, and in this way, encourages dangerous acts and 
exploits its propaganda. 

Despite sporadic statements that US territory cannot be used for 
military actions against Cuba, in practice the US has shown total 
support and consent to terrorist groups who have organized and 
effected infiltrations into Cuba for vandalistic purposes and concrete 
plans to attack economic and political objectives in the country with 
no regard for the cost in human lives. 

Washington's hostile policy toward Havana reached new heights 
during Bush's term, not only because of the aggressiveness of the 
official discourse but also due to the concrete actions cited here. 

According to an analysis made in September, 1993 at the Johns 
Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies, damages to Cuba 
caused by the US blockade total 6.5 billion dollars a year. ™ 

During 1993 there were different opinions among Cuban emigrants 
in the United States concerning relations with Cuba, with 
disagreements of a series of subtle variations between the defenders 
of continuance of the hostile policy and those who promoted 
rapprochement, even though on both sides there were those who 
hoped that the Revolution would disappear. 

Despite the fact that its policy toward Cuba Is obsolete, the US 
government is relentless in its determination to destroy the 
Revolution. This is the reason the conflict will continue as long as US 
leaders fail to understand that they have to lift the economic blockade 
which even includes subtle threats against those who opt for 
increased trade relations with the island, as well as any other form of 
pressure against Cuba; and that Cubans will never put up with 
anything which attacks their dignity, independence and national 
sovereignty, and that it is the Cuban people’s exclusive prerogative 
to determine their country’s political system. 

Throughout its history, Cuba has resisted the attempts of 
successive US governments to buy, annex, or interfere with it, and 
during the past 35, years, its arrogant policy of economic blockade 
threats and aggressions of all kinds, including biological warfare, with 
its irresponsible loss of human lives and irreparable damage to the 
economy. 
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PART Il 


US DESIGNS ON CUBA NOW 


|. Some Policy Alternatives 


li. Cuba, the US People and US Leaders 


I. SOME POLICY ALTERNATIVES 


Under present conditions, with the disappearance of the Soviet 
Union and the socialist community, the specter of communism has 
been eliminated as well as the alleged threat it posed to security in 
the Western Hemisphere. 

Cuba firmly maintains its political will to defend its independence, 
sovereignty, and the achievements of socialism, and has shown just 
how wrong US leaders were to consider it a Soviet satellite. Today, 
the island inspires the admiration of the rest of the world, which 
supports its decided resistance with grassroots mobilizations. 

The US has not stopped conceiving of political strategies and plans 
to liquidate the Cuban Revolution; it forecasts its demise and looks 
for ways to hasten its destruction. 

There are US scholars, strategists and politiclans from the private 
sector and non-governmental organizations who call for maintaining 
the hard line of punishment, a tighter blockade and the military 
overthrow of the Revolution, Others support more subtle tactics, 
reduced political tensions and threats, penetration with modest 
humanitarian aid programs and more contacts; in other words, 
softening the tone and exploring other options, but always with the 
well-defined objective of reversing the Cuban process. 

US administrations have been provided with a wide range of 
theories and proposals for alternative policies toward Cuba, designed 
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and prepared on the basis of studies of the island's situation. One of 
them is a report from the National Institute for Defense Research 
(RAND) and another, from the non-governmental Inter-American 
Dialogue Organization ' which were followed by one conducted at 
the Institute of Strategic Studies. of the US Army's Higher War 
School. ? 

The RAND Corporation is a private entity dedicated to studies 
sponsored by the Defense Secretary's Office. In 1992, it conducted 
a study called Cuba Adrift ina Post-Communist World, orientated by 
the US International Security and Strategic Defense Program. The 
report lists the problems a "Cuba in crisis" could cause for United 
States policy in future years, and proposes what should be done to 
put up with the Havana government. 

According to this reports the difficulties are: 

-That the island would allegedly get involved in drug trafficking as 
a way to solve its economic problems and that this would directly 
affect the Unites States; 

-another Mariel, encouraged by Cuba, would increase tensians 
with Washington; 

-it foresees violent changes if the situation worsens because it 
considers civil society ” too weak to be able to effect any peaceful 
change: 

-a self-provocation - an attack on the Base at Guantanamo - to 
create a combat situation in the face of the government's imminent 
collapse. 

As possible US government options, the report suggests: 

-A major increase in economic and political pressure, and in the 
case of civil war or extreme repression, some form of military 
intervention; 


Civil Society. aterm used since the 18th century by pre-Marxist philosophy 

to designate the social relations Marx substituted due to their imprecisions 
with a system of scientific concepts (economic structure of the society, 
economic base, mode of production, etc.).Western literature uses this terms 
to designate social relationships in the strict senses of ownership, as well 
as to distinguish organizations and relationships not linked to the given 
country's government or State. 
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-easing pressure, for example, lifting the blockade on the condition 
that the government opens up political space and holds "free" 
elections; 

-an increase in the flow of information and persons, and 
encouragement of increased trust so that Cuba, like other Communist 
systems, will be penetrated by its closer ties to the West. 

In an appraisal of which is the most viable alternative, the RAND 
reports says that increasing pressure does not seem to be the best 
option in terms of the government’s fall, unless it is accompanied by 
a large-scale military intervention. According to the study, this would 
be very cost Washington dearly in terms of politics, diplomatic 
relations and even human lives, and it proposes that such a move be 
coordinated with or led by the Organization of American States. 

It adds that reducing pressure, especially by lifting the blockade, 
would greatly ease the pressure on and strengthen the Revolution. It 
asks why the blockade should be ended at a time when it is 
accompanied by the dismantling of the Soviet Union. The document 
says that once the blockade is lifted and economic and trade relations 
with Cuba are established, it would be almost impossible to re-impose 
it for any reason. 

Also written in 1992, the Inter-American Dialogue Study was also 
reflects a moderate attitude, although it is not free of demands which 
favor US ambitions for Cuba. The members of that organization 
contend that Cuba’s isolation from the rest of the Inter-American 
community is outdated and unnecessary, and proposes that 
Washington: 

-Make it clear that it has no intention of invading and harshly 
condemns the violent acts committed abroad; 

-promote the free flow of information and ideas, including tourism, 
though making this conditional on Cuba’s behavior; 

-make Radio Marti broadcasts responsible and objective, eliminate 
the propaganda, and cancel TV Marti because it violates international 
law; 

-cooperate with Cuba in such activities as the fight against 
drug-trafficking, facilitate shipments of food and medicine, and ease 
the blockade in response to "Cuba's steps toward democracy’. 
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The report presented May 12, 1993 by Donald E. Schulz of the 
Strategic Studies Institute, an institution devoted to analyses 
sponsored by the Defense Department and Army, recommends that 
the Clinton Administration: 


-Rreduce Cuba-US tensions through a concerted campaign aimed 
at reducing threats and defamatory rhetoric; 

-distance itself from the Cuban-American National Foundation 
(CANF) * without breaking off all ties with that. organization; 

-de-politicize Radio Marti and use its broadcasts to assure Cubans 
that they have nothing to fear from the United States. The station 
should specifically stress that it absolutely respects Cuban lives and 
property; 

-adopt a tougher, more visible policy in terms of preventing 
paramilitary operations against Cuba from US territory; 

-reject the Torricelli Law or, if this is politically impossible, enforce 
it as little as possible; 

-consider a modest humanitarian aid program for Cuba; 

-promote inter-personal contacts between Cubans and Americans 
by mail, phone, transportation services and tourism and cultural and 
scientific exchange, establishment of press offices and other 
measures; 

-without lifting the blockade,modify it to allow exports: of 
computerhardwareandsoftware,andother 
telecommunications-communications and printing equipment; 

-lift blockade bans on direct sales of books, newspapers, 
magazines, compact disks, videos and other media products; 

-stop pressuring foreign corporations not to invest in the island; 

-initiate and increase inter-governmental cooperation in areas such 
as drug enforcement, the fight against highjackings, environmental 
protection and migration; 


so A US-based counter-revolutionary organization with influence in some 


circles in that country. Its president, Jorge Mas Canosa, is a virulent enemy 
of Cuba. 
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-alert Cuban authorities in advance about US military maneuvers 
inthe region and avoid any operation which could give the impression 
of a dress rehearsal for an invasion. 

Although the first two were conducted during the previous 
administration, all three studies agree in certain key respects. Among 
the most important points of agreement are: 

-That the Cuban government has some power to maneuver, 
though when appraising the economic situation, they say that the 
authorities’ control over what could happen is limited; 

-that the Cuba issue would be internationalized through 
multi-lateral diplomacy, with the participation of organizations such 
as the United Nations and its different agencies, the Organization of 
American States and the European and Latin American Parliaments; 

-the free flow of information toward Cuba should grow and a 
bridge-building policy should be implemented, which would in the 
future make possible creation of a civil society adapted to US 
domestic standards. 

Though these studies do not reflect official US government 
positions, they express policy alternatives put forth by institutions with 
a great deal of influence in top US political circles. 

What are the objectives of these proposals? Schulz’s reflections 
in his study The United States and Cuba: From the Strategy of Conflict 
to Constructive Compromise 3 reveals their essence; he says the US 
has encouraged the passivity of Cubans who are alienated from the 
regime and strengthened those who support Castro, and that this 
influence (that of the ultra-right) has become even stronger due to 
the lack of a political group with a less hard, more flexible line toward 
Cuba. 

Schulz states in his report that. the result is that the Cuban 
Community in the United States has been able to exercise a virtual 
veto of US policy. 

The effect, argues Schulz, has been to intensify the already existing 
mentality of siege, stir up nationalist fervor and divert popular anger 
from the regime to the colossus of the North. 

Before proposing an alternative, he says that in brief, threats, 
isolation and punishment are not the ways to promote change in Cuba 
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and that it is not likely that these tactics will oust Castro in the 
short-medium term (the next five years). 

His alternative is a policy of constructive compromise, in order to 
reduce tensions and open Cuba to US influence, because this would 
create more serious problems for the regime. 

Schulz says that the new administration must distance itself from 
Mas Canosa and the Cuban-American National Foundation, but 
warns this the CANF should be ignored, as it is too important. These 
representatives of the idea of annexation, accomplices in the 
de-nationalization of Cuba, are, as Marti foretold "a serious factor 
which will disturb our republic in the future". e 

Opportunistically, Shulz affirms that once again, Cuba's suffering 
provides the US government with an opportunity to show how 
concerned it is about the Cuban people, as though his country were 
not responsible for the troubles this one is facing. 

He adds that if the Cuban government were willing to respond 
constructively to some US initiatives, Washington would be willing to 
partially lift the blockade. Of course, it cannot completely renounce 
this instrument of pressure. 

According to Schulz, ways must be found to penetrate that 
insularity, make it possible for dissident elements to communicate 
openly and encourage greater disunity. Schulz says there is no doubt 
that destroying the unity of the Cuban people and the Revolution’s 
leaders is a cornerstone of this and the other “alternatives". 

In his final considerations, Schulz says that what he is referring to 
is more an adjustment than a reversal of the US blockade and that 
most trade restrictions should be maintained and US investments in 
Cuba will still be banned. That is, their objective is to confuse, 
maneuver, always in favor of US "national interests" and "national 
security". 

But the proposal has an even more shady side in that it warns that 
this could be a slippery precipice; that a misstep could turn a small 
problem into something more serious: a coup, a rebellion or even an 
assassination are not outside the realm of possibility. 

He stresses that the irony of constructive compromise is that it 
could prove to a more effective way to undermine the dictatorship 
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than the Castrophobes’ hard-line policies. With this he expresses the 
essence of all of his rhetoric: the destruction of the Cuban Revolution. 
However, he realistically admits that Fidel does not lack ways to 
defend himself and that it is very likely that he will be around for some 
time, no matter what the US does. 

Schulz says that the United States is not interested in sparking a 
violent solution to the crisis because the results would be too bloody, 
and the country could find itself involved in a war". He did not add 
that it would be the War of the Entire Cuban Nation, whose cost in US 
lives dissuades them from an action of this kind. 

After admitting that Cubans have a long and historic tradition of 
heroic martyrs, Schulz adds that in any case, Fidel is not immortal. 
He suggests that the US look at the long term, that perhaps this is 
the right time to discreetly cultivate those elements with possibilities 
of making more profound changes once Fidel is out of power and that 
perhaps, Cuba and be cajoled. 

Shulz says that since Castro doesn't have much time left, 
conditions should be created so that when he is not at the head of the 
Revolution, the political change can be promoted. 2 

The US "think tanks” ” options are not free from the hegemonistic 
and geo-political stance made evident in the United States’ 
international image throughout its history by Presidents Adams, 
Monroe, Buchanan, McKinley and others, up to the ultra-reactionary 
positions of Reagan and Bush. 

The Cuban people's problems, which are aggravated by the US 
blockade, have not lessened their solid and broad support for the 
country's political leadership. Proof of this is the result of the February 
24, 1993 election, where 99.62% of the electorate voted. Of those 
votes, 92.97% were valid, and 95% of them were united. "” Of the 589 
candidates for deputy, 585 got more than 90% of the vote and 100% 
were elected. 


Think tanks are groups, committees and organizations which plan political 
and/or military options, funded on occasions by foundations, private 
interests or political organizations, on others on government orders and with 


government financing x" , 
United vote refers to voting in a bioc for all candidate on the ballot. 
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The truth becomes clear when the peoples understand that the 
blockade and Cuba’s presumed isolation are not in many people's 
interests, and that Cuba's struggle to become part of today's world - 
without betraying its principles of independence and sovereignty, or 
its social achievements, is a palpable and irrefutable reality. This 
honest and convincing position has been fully explained in the 
speeches of various Cuban Party and Government leaders. 

The Cuban Revolution is not a threat to any nation, nor does it 
attempt to decide the policy of any other country, and therefore will 
never accept foreign interference in its internal affairs. The tasks 
facing Cubans at present are the firm defense of their principles and 
commitment to the effort to succeed economically. Far from remiss 
about a possible solution to the dispute with the United States, Cuba 
proposes co-existence on the basis of full equality and respect 
between to independent, sovereign nations. 
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Ii. CUBA, THE US PEOPLE 
AND THE US LEADERS 


No one should infer any animosity toward the American people 
from Cuba's position. Their poets, educators, thinkers, orators, 
abolitionists and creators in general were praised in the work of Jose 
Marti and are summed up in the words, we love "the fatherland of 
Lincoln as much as we fear the Fatherland of Cutting". oT 

The Cuban people do not express feelings of anti-American fury or 
blind hate toward foreigners, rather a principled position in the face 
of the traditional hegemonism maintained by successive US 
governments in the Western Hemisphere, based on the pretext of 
protecting their "national security", their “national defense" and an 
increasingly superior world position. 

Marti’s writings inspire admiration of Walt Whitman, Ralph Waldo 
Emerson, Amos Bronson Alcott, Henry. W. Waldfellow, Thomas Alva 
Edison, Henry Ward Beecher, Mark Twain, Wendell Phillips and other 
US writers, scientists and artists. 

Fidel Castro himself has said that: "...not only Marti is ours. Marti 
is ours. Marti belongs to Cuban revolutionaries but so do 
Washington, Abraham Lincoln and all the other great liberators of the 
United States". ” 


* 


Cutting. North American, head of the Texas freebooters: Marti denounced 
this individual's plundering in his writings. 
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There are two observable trends in the US's attitude toward Cuba: 
that of the people is friendly and kind while that of the government is 
uncaring, selfish, venal and perfidious. The latter trend frustrates and 
opposes whatever benefits Cuba's emancipating cause. In terms of 
the former, there have always been US men and women who have 
stood with the Cubans in their struggles for independence. For 
example: 

-On May 11, 1869, approximately 60 US soldiers landed from the 
ship "The Perrit". 16 of them died in combat and others, as in the case 
of Thomas Jordan, became a major General and Chief of Staff of the 
Liberation Army. Henry Reeve, who became a brigadier and gave the 
Cuban people the best years of his youth during the Ten Years War, 
and even offered his life after fighting in more than 400 battles; 

-liberation Army Colonel David Johnson, member of Major General 
Calixto Garcfa’s forces during the "Little War', died in combat on July 
3, 1889; 

-commander Winchester Dana Osgood and Captain Chapleaux 
both fought with Calixto Garcla’s forces during the 1895 War. The 
former died in combat during the siege and taking of Tunas, October 
17, 1896. Three other Americans who were members of Major 
General Garcfa’s artillery during that battle were: Lieutenant Colonel 
Frederick Funston, Captain Cox and Lieutenant Panny; 

-on August 3, 1896, Engineer Pierre Atkinson, who belonged to 
Major General Antonio Maceo’s forces, died in the Battle of 
Bacunayagua. Colonel Charles Gordon and Lieutenant Colonel 
Howard H. Dowghty also fought in that battle. 

-correspondent Charles Crosby, a commissioner of the 
Cuban-American League, died in combat in March, 1897; 

-the ship "The Florida" landed on May 26, 1898 with 26 American 
members of the Liberation Army on board. 

Others lent their support and cooperation, among them: 

-john Rawiins, then Secretary of War, was an enthusiastic supporter 
of Cuba’s cause, and in 1871 convinced the president to sign a 
statement of neutrality which recognized the patriots as belligerents. 
His sudden death gave that fierce enemy of Cuban independence, 
Hamilton Fish, the chance to frustrate his efforts; 


-wendell Phillip, the President of the American Anti-Slavery Society, 
organized several activities to support Cuba, including a warm 
welcome in May, 1878 for Major General Antonio Maceo. 

-journalist and publisher Charles Anderson Dana, a colleague and 
friend of Marti, made countless efforts to help the Cuban Revolution 
during the War for Independence; 

-in 1897, US Red Cross President Clara Barton began working to 
help the Cuban victims of the cruel and inhumane concentration of 
bloodthirsty Valeriano Weyler. She came to Cuba in 1898; 

-politician and lawyer John. Tyler Morgan (1824-1907) defended 
recognition of Cuba's independence in eloquent speeches. 

There is a long list of Americans who during different stages in 
history have stood by the Cuban people in their struggles and 
aspirations. But we will only mention a few who during the war in the 
Sierra Maestra or after the 1959 Triumph of the Revolution gave their 
solidarity, support and friendship, whether by promoting the 
Revolution’s achievements or defending it from slanders; by 
denouncing the blockade or contributing to the cause: Herbert 
Mathews, Ernest Hemingway, Bob Taber, Lucius Walker and Tom 
Hansen symbolize many of their compatriots. 

During the past 25 years. (1969-1994) hundreds of that country’s 
worthy sons and daughters have travelled to Cuba to cooperate with 
the Revolution as members of the Venceremos Brigades. 

In the difficult circumstances the Cuban people face today, the 
Pastors for Peace, led by Lucius Walker and Tom Hansen, have 
worked intensely to express the US people’s growing support for 
Cuba. In their work against their blockade, they have organized and 
sent to Cuba caravans of food and medicine collected in US territory. 
Independent of their political and religious positions, these people 
respect Cubans’ right to live in peace and their independence and 
sovereignty, and for this reason can always count on the trust, 
admiration, thanks and respect of the island's people. 

The second trend, that of the leaders who think, and act, Ike Quincy 
Adams, Monroe, Cleveland, McKinley, Taft, Harding, Coolidge, 
Hoover, Truman, Eisenhower, Johnson, Reagan and Bush,who 
maintained a hostile attitude toward the people and toward Cubans 
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The second trend, that of the leaders who think, and act, like Quincy 
Adams, Monroe, Cleveland, McKinley, Taft, Harding, Coolidge, 
Hoover, Truman, Eisenhower, Johnson, Reagan and Bush, 

who maintained a hostile attitude toward the people and toward 
Cubans in particular, will never achieve understanding through the 
use of force and arrogance. 

Though the Revolution has and does disagree with US leaders who 
have wanted to impose their hegemonistic policy, the Cuban people 
admire Americans and are glad about their scientific and technical 
achievements, in the interests of peace and humanity's well-being. 
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EPILOGUE 


THE ESSENCE OF THE HISTORICAL CONFLICT 
BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
AND CUBA 


The friction between the United States and Cuba has historical 
roots. Its essential cause is the pretensions of the former, which for 
more than two centuries has wanted to impose its hegemonic and 
geopolitical concepts on the island, ignore Cuba’s right to 
independence and sovereignty, and establish in Cuba the economic, 
political and social system which would best suit US interests. 

Almost every US administration has felt that Cuba should be under 
its thumb. In political-military terms, the US has always contended 
that due to its geographical position, the island plays a strategic role 
in the security and defense of US territory and maritime routes. In 
economic terms, it has coveted Cuba because of its climate, fertile 
soil and important natural resources as well as its ports and routes of 
communication by sea. 

In the same way, Washington has declared from time immemorial 
that it would not allow the presence of any foreign nation in its back 
yard - Cuba - in a special reference to Russia, France and England 
during the era of Spanish colonial control and later, to: the former 
Soviet Union. 

Even during the Spanish colonial period, US capital managed to 
penetrate Cuba and later, with the military intervention, took over its 
economy and appropriated its best lands, its wealth, the sugar 
industry and other important resources. 
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US officials have always underestimated the Cuban people, their 
intelligence, and ability to manage and determine their own destiny. 
That Cubans are inept, incapable of governing themselves, and 
Soviet puppets are just a few of the many offensive things they say 
about them. 

Of the many joint causes or factors to keep in mind when studying 
the conflict between the two nations, the essential one is 
Washington's expansionist and hegemonic policy, its driven 
insistence on convincing the US and international public, through its 
powerful media and other channels to which it has ample and 
influential access, that the Revolution which triumphed in 1959 is the 
cause of the present strain in relations. 

In particular, the United States has used as a pretext the Cuban 
people's sovereign decision to choose socialism as their country's 
social system, their government's authority to implement the 
domestic and foreign policy which best suit national interests, to reject 
interference of any kind, as a free country, and to put into practice 
their right to defend their identity and achievements. 

The US's thinking is perfectly clear: if today's Cuba is responsible 
for this state of affairs, there remains no other alternative than to wipe 
it off the map so that peace can be achieved in the hemisphere. When 
in 1783, John Adams referred to the need to take over the island and 
formulated the essence of US geopolitical thought concerning Cuba, 
he could not justify his pretensions with arguments similar to those 
used by his nation’s leaders after 1959: a communist regime has 
taken power in Cuba and is a danger to the US and the continent. 

Adams had his eye on Cuba 34 years before the birth of Carl Marx 
and 64 years before Marx and Engels would write the Communist 
Manifesto, 85 years before the birth of Vladimir Illich Lenin and 133 
years before the Great October Socialist Revolution in Russia, 142 
years before the birth of Fidel Castro, 175 before the triumph of the 
final stage of the Cuban Revolution and 177 before the proclamation 
of its socialist essence. 

The United States is shrewdly trying to hide or twist the truth about 
the root cause of the conflict, which first manifested itself two centuries 
ago and has been followed by a continuous policy of hostile 
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statements and interventionist and predatory actions, some 
sugar-coated and others overt, according to the conditions existing 
at the time. As a counterpoint and also influenced by the conditions 
of the epoch, there has been the opposition of the Cuban people, who 
are not willing to live under imperialist hegemony. 

This 200 year old contradiction, in which that country, which has 
become a super-power, tries to impose and dominate - unconcerned 
about either the dirty, inhumane methods it resorts to or trying to mask 
its hatred and contempt - a small nation which has resisted and fought 
with dignity, is in reality the essence of THE HISTORICAL CONFLICT 
BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND CUBA. 


PRESIDENTS OF THE UNITED STATES OF 


AMERICA 

Name Term in Office Party 

George Washington 1789-1797 Ww/P 

John Adams 1797-1801 Federal-Democ. 
-Rep. 

Thomas Jefferson 1801-1809 : 

James Madison 1809-1817 : 

James Monroe 1817-1825 * 

John Quincy Adams 1825-1829 Ww/P 

Andrew Jackson 1829-1837 Democrat 

Martin Van Buren 1837-1841 " 

William Henry Harrison 1841- Whig 

John Tyler 1841-1845 " 

James Knox Polk 1845-1849 Democrat 

Zachary Taylor 1849-1850 Whig 

Millard Fillmore 1850-1853 " 

Franklin Pierce 1853-1857 Democrat 

James Buchanan 1865-1869 . 

Abraham Lincoln 1861-1865 Republican 

Andrew Johnson 1857-1861 " 

Ulysses Simpson Grant 1865-1869 . 

Rutherford Birchard Hayes 1877-1881 4 

James Abraham Garfield 1881 - ‘i 

Chester Alan Arthur 1881-1885 ‘ 

Stephen Grover Cleveland 1885-1889 Democrat 

Benjamin Harrison ~ 1889-1893 Republican 

Stephen Grover Cleveland 1893-1897 Democrat 

William McKinley 1897-1901 Republican 

Theodore Roosevelt 1901-1909 Republican 
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William Howard Taft 
Thomas Woodrow Wilson 
Warren Gamaliel Harding 
John Calvin Coolidge 
Herbert Clark Hoover 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt 
Harry S. Truman 

Dwight David Eisenhower 
John Fitzgerald Kennedy 
Lyndon Baines Johnson 
Richard Milhous Nixon 
Gerald Ford 

James Carter 

Ronald Wilson Reagan 
George Bush 

William Jefferson Clinton 


1909-1913 
1913-1921 


1921-1923 


1923-1929 
1929-1933 
1933-1945 
1945-1953 
1953-1961 
1961-1963 
1963-1969 
1969-1974 
1974-1977 
1977-1981 
1981-1989 
1989-1993 
1993- 


Democrat 
Republican 


Democrat 
Republican 
Democrat 
Democrat 
Republican 
Democrat 
Republican 


Democrat 
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THE US-CUBA 


CONFLICT 


The conflict between the United States 
and Cuba is a historical phenomenon that 
dates back to the second half of the 
eighteenth century and has its roots in the 
designs of the former, which has 
attempted for more than two hundred 
years to impose its hegemonic 
geopolitical concepts on the island, 
ignoring the rights of the fatter to 
independence and sovereignty and to 
determine its own economic, political and 
social system. 

Throughout this tong period, hostile 
U.S. policies have dominated bilateral 
relations, as evidenced by constant 
threats and acts of aggression and 
provocation of all kinds -in the past 
century to frustrate attempts of the Cuban 
people to liberate themselves from 
Spanish colonialism, later to impose its 
will and support governments which 
responded to its interests, and after the 
triumph of the Revolution to impede and 
obstruct the necessary political economic 
and social changes. 

This conflict has been created and 
maintained by the United States of 
America, and will cease to exist the day 
that nation demonstrates its ability to 
coexist with Cuba, recognize its rights, 
and respect it as a free and sovereing 
nation 
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